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While up, he would suggest to the friends of these | force (said Mr. L.) a decision of this question be- | 


resolutions, considering the late period of the ses- 
sion, and the great mass of business undisposed | 
of, the propriety of takinga silent vote upon them, 
without entering into a discussion of the merits of | 
the resolutions. 1 

Mr. HOWARD remarked that the Committee | 
on Foreign Affairs had held a meeting that morn- || 
ing, at which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 
ALLAN] was not present, and, consequently, he || 
was not apprised of the fact, and that this topic | 
was the subject of conversation in the committee; | 
and the motion he had submitted to the House | 
might be considered as expressive of the feeling | 
of the committee, so far as he could present them. | 
It was out of the respect that committee had for | 
the other committees, and of allowing them, by | 
the consent of the House, to bring in their re- || 
ports, that this motion was made. If, however, | 
this report could be passed over by the general | 
consent of the House, so that the committees || 
might have an opportunity of making their re- | 

orts, and the gentleman from South Carolina | 
would waiye his vbjections and let the resolutions || 
lie over until to-morrow, the object he had in view | 
would be accomplished, and he would be perfectly | 

tisfied. : 
her. HARD inquired if it would be in order to 
move to lay the resolutions on the table. 

The CHAIR said it would. 

Mr. HARD then made that motion. 





Mr. BOYD called for the yeas and nays there- || 


on; which were ordered. 


Mr. HARD withdrew the motion to lay on the | 


table; and 
Mr. INGERSOLL renewed it. 
Mr. BOYD again called for the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 98, nays 86. | 
So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was decided in the affirmative. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, stated that he 
had voted in the affirmative with the express view | 
of moving a reconsideration of this vote. He | 
believed the majority of that House were the | 
friends of Texas, and of the immediate recogni- | 
tion of-her independence, and, under that impres- | 
sion, he moved a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the resolution had been laid on the table. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, said this was a | 
question of very great importance, but he thought | 
it premature, and at variance with the settled | 
policy of this Government; he therefore moved to | 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; and, on | 
that motion, called for the yeas and nays; which | 
were ordered. 





Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved a call || 


of the House. 

Mr. BOYD called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 78, nays 108. 

So the House refused to order the call; and the | 
question recurring upon the motion to lay the mo- | 
tion to reconsider on thé table, it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 90. 

So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider | 
on the table was decided in the affirmative. 

{Mr. Gartanp, of Virginia, requested leave of | 
the House to record his vote in the negative on | 
this question. He said he was absent from the | 
House when the vote was taken, having to attend | 
to the duties of the select committee of which he | 
was chairman. ‘The request of Mr. G. was ob- 
jected ed 

Mr. LEWIS then inquired of the Chair if it 
would be in order to make a motion at that time 
to take those resolutions from the table. 

The CHAIR replied that it would not. 








} 


tore the adjournment. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 


| proceeded to the orders of the day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 9:h ultimo, | transmit a 
report from the Secretary of State, and the doc- 
uments by which it was accompanied. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

Wasuineton, February 20, 1837. 





To the President of the United States: 

The Secretary of State, to whom was referred 
the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 9th ultimo, requesting the President, if, in his 
judgment not incompatible with the public inter- 
est, to communicate to that Elouse copies of the 
correspondence with the Department of State and 


liam Tudor, jr., consul of the United States, and 
their political agent in Peru, from the 27th of 
March, 1824, to the 15th of May, 1827; and also, 
the correspondence of the said William ‘Tudor with 
the Department of State, and with the Government 
of Brazil, while he was chargé d’affaires of the 
| United States at Rio Janeiro, until his decease, has 
the honor to transmit all the correspondence of 
Mr. Tudor with the Department of State, and 
with the Peruvian Government, during the period 
referred to, except such parts as it is thought can- 
not be communicated compatibly with the public 


to report to the President that, as the correspond- 
| ence referred to in the latter part of the resolution 
is of great length, and is principally contained in 
| two large volumes, from each of which a tran- 
script can be made but by one person at a time, 
it is impracticable to have a copy of it prepared 





ress. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
JOHN FORSYTH. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WasuincTon, February 16, 1837. 


The message having been read, was, on motion | 


of Mr. ADAMS, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, having a charge of a bill on the same sub- 
ject. 


REUBEN M. WHITNEY. 


Mr. PEYTON then moved a suspension of the | 


rules, for the purpose of submitting a proposition 
to summon Reuben M. Whitney before the select 
committee, to answer a question in reference to 


the authorship of a certain letter to the President || 


of the Bank of Burlington, Vermont; and asked 
for the yeas and nays on the motion; which were 
ordered. 

The House refused to suspend the rules, the 
vote being—yeas 86, nays 97. 

Mr. PEYTON then moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of directing the Speaker to 
issue a subpena to Reuben M. Whitney, requiring 
him to appear at the bar of the House to answer 
the same question; and also asked for the yeas 








were—yeas 76, nays 102. 
So the House again refused to suspend. 


with the Peruvian Government, of the late Wil- | 


interest; but the Secretary of State has the honor || 


before the close of the present session of Con- || 


and nays on that motion; which were ordered, and | 


Mr. JARVIS withdrew his amendment. 

On motion of the same gentleman the first sec- 
tion was amended by a small increase in the item 
for the pay of the officers and seamen of the 
Navy. 

Two additional items were also inserted, on Mr. 
CAMBRELENG’S motion, viz: 1. For repairing 
the ship-house at Philadelphia $1,500; 2. For re- 
pairing the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia $500. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an additional sec 
tion, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
distribute the residue of the prize money deposited 
in the Treasury, accruing from the capture of two 

| prizes, by Captain John Paul Jones, to the per- 


|| sons to whom the same might be respectively due. 
|| After a few suggestions by Messrs. UNDER- 
|| WOOD, CAMBRELENG, PINCKNEY, and 
|| PEARCE, of Rhode Island, the amendment was 
|| agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, the first section 
was so amended as to appropriate an item of 
$72,000 to enable the President of the United 
States, provided he should deem it necessary, to 
offer a bounty to promote the enlistment of sea- 
men. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the bill by 
adding a clause authorizing the President of the 
| United States to select and purchase a site fora 
navy-yard and depot at Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, and proposing an appropriation of $100,000 
| for the erection of suitable buildings, &c., for 
building, repairing, refitting, &c., of vessels of 
wer. 

Also, a further sum of $50,000 for the construc- 
| tion of a dry-dock at said navy-yard for the re- 
| ception and repairs of vessels. 
| Also, an item of $1,500 for the salary of a clerk 
| of the works, and $1,200 for an assistant clerk. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG objected to the proposed 
amendment on the ground that it was out of order; 
the same proposition being the subject of a special 
bill, reported from the Committee on Naval Af- 
| fairs. 

The CHAIR said, if that was the case, the 
amendment was not in order. 

Mr. PINCKNEY said his amendment was not 
|| identical with the bill in question. Mr. P. ad- 
|| dressed the committee at great length in favor of 
|| the establishment of a navy-yard at Charleston, 
| and the great advantages of that place for the 
|| object proposed. 
| Mr. DAWSON begged leave to say that he had 
|| no particular objection to the establishment of a 
|| navy-yard at Charleston, but he wished to call the 
|| attention of the committee to the fact that at the 
| last session of Congress a resolution was passed 
| authorizing the President to oooers a naval com- 

e southern coasts 





| mission to make surveys on t 
|| for the purpose of selecting the most eligible site 
|| for a navy-yerd; and that a report had been made, 
| which he held in his hand, and would ask that it 
might be read by the Clerk, which report would 
show that Brunswick, Georgia, was the most 
| suitablesituation for such an establishment. When 
|| they were about to establish a navy-yard, they 
| ought assuredly to seek the most eligible situation. 
| Mr. D. moved to strike out Charleston, and 
| insert ** Brunswick, in the State of Georgia.” 
The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
McKEON, CAMBRELENG, PICKENS, (who 
| opposed it only because it was out of order in that 
| bill, and preierring that it be brought forward and 
| taken up as a distinct substantive proposition,) 
|| DAWSON, CAMBRELENG, OWENS, AL- 
| FORD, HAYNES, PARKER, D. J. PEARCE, 








On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House | BELL, GRAYSON, and ELMORE, when the 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the || amendments of Mr. Dawson and Mr. Pincuner 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Parton in || were severally disagreed to. 
the chair) on the appropriation bills. Mr. McKAY adverted to the fact that the har- 

|| bors in South Carolina and Georgia were directed 
NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 1 to be surveyed last year by resolutions, while the 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- || two harbors in North Carolina had been entirely 
mittee resumed the consideration of the ‘‘bill | overlooked. Mr. McK. accordingly moved an 
king appropriations for the naval service for | item of $1,500, to defray any additional expense 
the year 1837.”” || that might be incurred in surveying the two har- 










Mr. LEWIS. Would it at any time to-day? | 


The CHAIR. It would not. 

Mr. LEWIS. Would it to-morrow, sir? 

The CHAIR. It would. 

Mr. LEWIS then expressed an earnest hope | 
that the friends of the independence of Texas | 
would avail themselves of the first opportunity to | 
bring those resolutions again before the House, | 
whenever it should be in order todoso. We must | 
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bors of Beaufort and Wilmington, North Caro- 
lina. Agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, offered an 
amendment making an ee of $50,000 
for the purchase of a site for a naval depot at some 
suitable point bordering on the Narragansett bay; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. DUNLAP moved an item of $10,000 to 

urchase a site and build an hospital at Memphis, 
Tennessee. 

Mr. D. briefly advocated the amendment. 

Mr. D. J. PEARCE opposed it; first, on the 
ground that it proposed no benefit: a mere unfin- 
ished building, without necessaries, would be of 
no benefit whaiever; it was also out of place in 
that bill; and the Committee on Commerce was 
understood to be preparing a more general meas- 
ure on the subject. 

Mr. DUNLAP rejoined, and showed the heavy 
burden imposed upon the citizens of Memphis for 
the want of such a building. 

The proposed amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS moved an additional item of 
$5,000 to defray the expense of examining the 
shoals of George’s bank, for the purpose of determ- 
ining the proper site for a light-house thereon, and 
also to erect said light-house; which was disagreed 
to. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired if this amend- 
ment was in order. 

The CHAIR would not decide that it was out 
of order. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG insisted that it was, on 
the ground of incongruity with the object of the 
original bill. The latter was for the naval service, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine pro- 
posed an object exclusively commercial in its char- 
acter. 

One or two immaterial amendments moved by 
Mr. JARVIS were agreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS then moved to strike from the bill 
the following clause: 

‘* For completing and equipping the ship of the 
line Pennsylvania, $400,000.”’ 

Mr. JARVIS explained, that if this amendment 
was agreed to, he intended, by the direction of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to submit an amend- 
ment, proposing an equal sum for the purpose of 
building four sloops of war of the second class. 
There was no division of opinion in the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs in relation to this subject; 
they all concurred that it was better to allow the 
ship of the line Pennsylvania to remain in the 
ship-house, where she would be safe, and on a 
small expense. To employ the Pennsylvania in 
the service, would cost three hundred and eighty 
thousand dollars more, annually, than would be 
necessary to keep four sloops of war employed in 
the service, which would be much greater advant- 
age to the country than the fitting out this huge 
vessel, and sending her to the Mediterranean to 
astonish the natives. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, insisted that 
this ship had been long enough on the stocks to 
have all her timbers weil seasoned; and the argu- 
ment of the gentleman went to show that she 
ought to be launched or destroyed. If what was 
said of the waters of the Delaware were true, and 
the ship remained on the stocks much longer, she 
could never be got off, but would remain instar 
montis, larger than the Trojan horse, a mere mat- 


ter of curiosity to those who were gratified at the || 


exhibition of, or had a taste for, naval architec- 
ture. He insisted that there was no time better 
than the present for fitting out this ship, as we 


derstood that this would have been ordered by the 
Executive last year, if hands could have been pro- 
cured. 
out the clause. 

Mr. REED contended that the Pennsylvania 


if she was launched to-morrow, it would be to the 
advantage of the Government to give two hun- 
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the motion of Mr. Jarvis was agreed to, and? 
the claase was stricken out. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON made some general | 
remarks in relation to the increased appropria- 
tions in the present bill, over those for the same | 
branches of the service for last year, and moved a 

rovision that none of the moneys appropriated | 
in this bill should be applied to the surveying | 
and exploring expedition; which was disagreed | 


Mr. REED moved an amendment appropri- 
ating four hundred thousand dollars, in addition 
to the materials already on hand, to build six ves- 
sels of war of not less than ten, nor more than 
sixteen guns. Mr. R. explained, that the object of | 
having these vessels in our Navy was to employ | 


them on the West India station, and coast of || 


Brazil, where depredations were most likely to be | 
committed by pirates. These small vessels were 
better calculated to navigate these waters than 
large vessels, and they were the very class of ves- 
sels necessary for the protection of our commerce. 
Mr. McKIiM felt himself under the necessity of 
opposing the amendment, for he was well con- 
vinced that sixteen-gun vessels or brigs were an 
indifferent class. He preferred sloops of war; and | 
moved to strike out sixteen-gun vessels, and insert | 
sloops of war. | 
Mr. DUNLAP said, I do not rise at this late | 
hour to detain the committee; my only object in 


_ rising, is to let the House and country know our 


|, of this amendment, you say to the world that you 


of one cent in your property afloat on the seas; 


true situation, and how we do business. A few 
hours since [| offered an amendment to this bill, 
appropriating only ten thousand dollars to build 
an hospital at Memphis. This, sir, was to protect 
the lives of the poor, honest, industrious laboring 
classes of this Union, and it was rejected. Now | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Reep] | 
asks you to appropriate the moderate sum of four 
hundred thousand dollars, to build vessels to pro- 
tect the commerce of the rich, wealthy merchant, 
and I doubt not it will pass. By the adoption 


will appropriate hundreds of thousands of dollars 
for the protection of the property of the wealthy, | 


while you refuse to er anything for the | 


protection of the lives of the poor. To such doc- 
trines I enter my protest. If this is administering 
justice, God deliver us from any more of it. 

Mr. Chairman, since I have had the honor of a 
seat on this floor, I have considered myself a 





any appropriation has been asked for, | only ask || 


myself if my country required it; I never asked if | 


my constituents were to be alone interested in it; | 


I have uniformly voted for them when I believed | 
my common country required them. But now, | 
sir, I tell this committee that, until justice is done 
my constituents, | will oppose every appropriation 
for the protection of your merchants’ property 
afloat on the high seas; for your navy-yards; for 
your fortifications, harbors, or for anything but 
my country and its honor. 

My constituents are not interested to the amount | 


and I say, let it all be destroyed! yes, all, before 
I will vote for one cent to protect it, while you 
impose the onerous burden on one town (Mem- 
phis) in my district, with a population of less than 
two thousand, to pay annually from two to three 
thousand dollars for the support and protection, 





not of their own citizens, but of all the persons in 


the great valley of the Mississippi, who have been 


| to the great emporium of the West, and on their 
had ample means in our power; and it was un- || 


He warmly opposed the motion to strike || 
|| have done to me and mine. 


return home are left by the steamboat sick and 
destitute on their wharf. I have asked but justice 
to be done my constituents; you have refused it. 
And now, sir, I will mete it out to others as they 
When gentlemen 


| from the North and East have heretofore called 
was in the most proper place she could be in; and | 


dred thousand dollars to have her placed back | 
in in the ship-house. The small sloops of war, | 

he contended, were the best calculated for the || 
rotection of our commerce. The merchants were | 


ooking for protection, and these kind of vessels 
were the best calculated for the purpose of giving 
them protection. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. JAR- 


| 


on the South and West to build them navy-yards 
to build their vessels in, to build them forts to 
protect their cities, to improve their harbors, we 
never faltered in our support to them; we voted, 
as patriots, for whatever would add to the honor, 
glory, or protection of our common country; but 
when we ask only that a house may be built for 
the reception of the poor, sick, and destitute 


citizen of the West, we are refused it. 


Mr. D. J. PEARCE also opposed the amend’ 
ment, and the debate was still further continued 


YY February 22, 


-VIS, McKIM, REED, andeSUTHERLAND, || by Messrs. REED, WISE, CHAMBERS, , 


Pennsylvania, CAMBRELENG, and SUTHER. 
LAND; when it was agreed to—ayes 80, noe, 
, 45. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike th 
| following clause from the bill: ? 
| _ For the purchase of a site and the erection of 
| * barracks at or near Brooklyn, Long Island 
| * York, $50,000.”’ Lost. 
| Mr. GRAYSON moved an item for the surve 
¢ May river, Tyzer river, &c., South Caroling 

ost. , 
Mr. DUNLAP moved to strike out the two 
| following clauses: 

**1. Towards an extension of the hospital 
| building near Brooklyn, New York, for inclosine 
|‘ the grounds, and for all other expenses upon its 

* dependencies, $66,000. 

**2. For the completion of the present hospital 
| building near Boston, and for all expenses upon 


* its dependencies, $1,350.’ 


| Mr. D. said he wished to test the sense of the 
| committee upon the principle whether hospitals 
should be confined to one particular section of the 
| country alone. 

| The motiun was disagreed to. 


» New 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com. 
| mittee then rose and reported the bill and amend- 
ments to the House; and, 
| On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, the House 
| adjourned. « 


IN SENATE. 
| Wepnespay, February 22, 1837. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Post Office Department, showing the number of 
clerks employed in it, with the salaries paid to 


each; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PETITIONS. 


| Mr. LINN presented the petition of Michael 
a which was referred to the Committee on 
aims. 


Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of John 
C.Thomas; which was referred to the Committee 
, on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Revolu- 


|| tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
representative of the whole Union, and when || 


bill for the relief of the heirs of Major Helfenstein. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the 
| Judiciary, to which had been referred the bill 
granting to the State of Michigan five per cent. of 





|, the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands 


in that State, reported the same with amendments; 
which were read. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
| Pensions, reported a bill explanatory of the act 
| granting half pay to the widows and orphans of 
those whose fathers and husbands have died of 
wounds received in the military service of the 
United States; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
_ reported a bill to revive and continue in force the 
act to provide pensions for persons disabled by 
known wounds received in the revolutionary war; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


On motion by Mr. TOMLINSON, and by 
unanimous consent, the above bills were read the 
second time, and postponed to, and made the order 
of the day for, Friday next. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
| sions, reported a bill granting a pension to Jona- 
' than Freeman; which was read, and ordered to & 
, second reading. 


Mr. KENT, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill granting the 
| assent of Congress to an act of the General As- 
| sembly of the State of Virginia, entitled ‘* An act 
to amend an act incorporating the Falmouth and 
Alexandria Railroad Genpeat; which was read, 
| and ordered to a second reading. 





On motion of Mr. EWING, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the fucther 
consideration of the petition of Thomas Harrison, 
late of the United States Army. 
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deus Fairbanks; which was committed. | 


er: ‘ BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. EWING, of Illinois, on leave, introduced 
a bill for the relief of Catharine Myers; which | 


| 


was read twice and referred. 


Mr. WEBSTER, on leave, introduced a bill | 
for the relief of Samuel Hicks & Sons; which was | 
read twice and referred. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate took | 
up the bill making appropriations for the current 
expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with certain Indian tribes 
for the year 1837. , 

Mr. SEVIER moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the appropriation for holding treaties 
with certain Indian tribes, for an exchange of 
jands with them, and for their removal southwest 
of the Missouri river; and, after a debate, in 
which Messrs. SEVIER, WHITE, CALHOUN, 
TIPTON, and LINN, took part, 

Mr. SEVIER modified his motion so as to | 

rovide for the proposed removal of Indians west | 
of the Mississippi river instead of southwest of 
the Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill was } 
amended by inserting an appropriation of five | 
hundred dollars to reimburse Eleazer Williams | 
for his expenses in coming on from Green Bay to 
Washington, and remaining here on business con- 
connected with his tribe. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


PRESERVATION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY. 


Mr. DAVIS moved to take up the bill to 
authorize the President to cause certain of the 
public vessels, suitable for the purpose, to cruise 
upon the coast in the winter season, to relieve dis- 
iressed navigators; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 








PORTS OF ENTRY. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate took up 
the bill to establish a port of entry at Jersey City; 
after which, 

Mr. DAVIS, with the assent of Mr. WALL, 
offered an amendment, as a substitute for the bill, || 


altering its details. | 

Mr. WALKER offered an amendment to estab- 
lish ports of entry at Vicksburg and Grand Gulf, 
in the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. DAVIS then moved that the bill be laid on 
the table, and that the amendments be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 22, 1837. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 


James Callan; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, also reported a bill for the relief of William 
Crooks and James Crooks; which was read twice 
and committed. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
ee, also reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Nimrod Farrow and Richard 
Harris; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, also reported a bill for the relief of John P. 
Converse and Henry J. Reese; which wes read | 
twice and committed. | 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
ee, reported Senate bill, without amendment, en- 
ltied, ** An act to make payment and compensa- | 
“ion to the militia and volunteers of Kentucky, || 

ennessee, Alabama, and Mississippi, called into | 
‘ervice and discharged without marching;’’ which 
vas committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
‘ee, also reported, without amendment, Senate 
bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and Thad- | 





| 
| 
1 


|; from the Treasury of the United States. 


ae 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, the Com- 
mittee of Claims was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Matilda Drury; 
and the petition and papers were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, to which this petition had been referred, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was con- 
curred in: 

‘© Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of George Wood; and that the same be 
referred to the Third Auditor.” 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, to which the subject had been referred, reported 
the following resolutions; which were concurred 


| in: 
** Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 


discharged from so much of the claim of Daniel 
Melville as has arisen subsequent to the 27th of 
June, 1834, and that the same be referred to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

‘* Resolved, That, as to the residue of said claim, 
the petitioner is not entitled to relief.’’ 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
John Addison and others, heirs of Samuel Small- 
wood; also, the petitions of Peter Dickson, Ste- 
~~ Lasseter, Colonel Joseph Brown, Richard 

ackall, John J. Dixon, Daniel Homans, and 
Don Juan Madrazo; which were severally ordered 
to lie on the table. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, the same 
committee was discharged from the further con- 


| sideration of the memorial of the inhabitants of 


St. Augustine, Florida, for repairing lines, &c.; 
and the same was ordered to lie on the table. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, the same 


committee was discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the petition of William Long, pray- 
ing payment for the loss of a horse in the late 
war, and the petitioner granted leave to withdraw 
his papers. Also, the petition of John Vanetter, 
for the pay of himself and for services rendered 


the country during the late war; which petition 


was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. PINCKNEY, from the Committee on 


Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of John 


| Curran and John P. George; which was read 
| twice and committed. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, made the following report: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred 
the message of the President of the United States of the 
Ist of February, 1837, transmitting a letter from the 
Governor of the State of Maine, with sundry resolutions 
of the Legislature of that State, have had the same under 
consideration, and respectfully report: 

That the State of Maine has paid to two of her citizens, 


| John and Phineas R. Harford, the sum of one hundred dol- 


lars each, as & compensation for losses and expenses in- 
curred by them in 1831, and now claims to be reimbursed 
The losses were 
sustained in consequence of a conflict of authority between 


; Maine and the adjoining British province of New Bruns- 
| wick, arising out of the unsetiled question of boundary 
| between the United States and Great Britain. 
| culties which have attended the adjustment of this dispute, 


The diffi- 


and the efforts which have been made to arrive at a happy 
result, constitute an interesting portion of our political his- 
tory, and are, therefore. in some degree, familiar to all the 
branches of the Federal Government. But the nature of 
the question has been such as to bring it more immediately 
within the cognizance of another branch of Congress than 
the House of Representatives, and the committee do not 
now feel themselves called upon to enjgr into a general 
review Of its past or present attitude. The pecniiar position 


| of the State of Maine is eminently calculated to enlist, as 
| it has enlisted, the warmest sympatly on the part of the 


Federal Government and her sister States. With a large 
portion of her territory claimed by a foreign Power, she is 
called upon to exercise great discretion and forbearance 
whilst the negotiation is pending, which, itis hoped, may 
terminate in. the establishment of her just rights. The 
committee regret not to perceive certain evidences that this 
hope will be imgpediately. realized, notwithstanding the 
earnest desire of the Executive to adjust it, as the settle- 
ment of this national boundary line ts, of course, not less 


|| an object of national interest than of local feeling; but, 


until such an arrangement as ought to be made can be 
effected respecting it, prudence requires that all parties 
to the controversy should abstain from actions that will 
provoke contention, and. thus endanger the tranquillity of 
the border. It was with this view that there was an under- 
gianding between the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain, that each party should continue in the tem- 
porary enjoyment of their respective jurisdictions until the 
ultimate decision of their claims. Over what territory this 
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understanding extended, and what pagticular portions of 
the disputed ground were then under the State or British 
authorities respectively, (he papers before the committee do 
not show. Respect for the Legislature of Maine induces 
the committee to believe that much knowledge was pos- 
sessed] by them which is not within the control of the com- 
mittee, and they are unable to discern the distinct ground 
upon which the United States are held to be responsible. 
The uncertainty of the principle upon which the claim 
rests, shows the propriety of having this, like every other 
case involving an expenditure from the National Treasury, 
submitted to an examination by a committee of Congress, 
upon a direct claim by the individuals interested. Where 
a State Legislature interposes its decision, and asks that 
the money paid by it should be refunded, a committee of 
the House is placed in the embarrassing condition of re- 
viewing the facts and principles alleged to be settled by the 
vote of the Legislature, or to sanction the inadmissible 
pretension that the opimon of any one State is a sufficient 
warrant for a charge upon the Federal Treasury. ‘There 
are cases where an expenditure by a State should be 


; promptly and liberally refunded; such, for example, as 


those in which she steps forward to defend herself from a 
sudden invasion by an enemy, or to ward off danger from 
any quarter. Taking upon herself the performance of a 
duty which the Constitution has devoived upon the Union, 
itis highly proper that the Union should acknowledge the 
service; but, even in these cases, the practice of the Gov- 
ernment has been to subject the claim to a rigid scrutiny 
by the officers of the Federal Government. Should addi- 
tional evidence be wanted to illustrate a claim undergoing 
this examination, either by a committee of Congress or a 
department, this evidenee can be called for, and easily ob- 
tained where individuals are petitioners, or States have 
agents—as is often the case—to prosecute their claims. 
But the committee have already said that they do not see 
the distinct principle upon which the Government of the 
United States is thought to have made itself liable, and 
they are compelled to form an opinion solely from the 
papers before them. They therefore pray to be discharged 
trom the further consideration of the subject. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to provide for the 
repair and improvement of the road from Mem- 
phis to Fort Gibson, by way of Little Rock, in 
Arkansas; which was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill declaring the 
assent of Congress to an act of the Legislature of 
North Carolina, for the relief of sick and disabled 
American seamen; which was read twice, and, 

After some explanatory remarks, on the motion 
made by Mr. P. for its engrossment, from Messrs. 
PEARCE, McKAY, REED, PARKER, and 
CAMBRELENG, it was ordered toa third read- 
ing—ayes 80, noes not counted. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 


| Judiciary, reported Senate bill, without amend- 


ment, entitled ** An act supplementary to an act 
eutitled * An act to amend the judicial system of 
the United States;’’’ which was committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, re- 
ported Senate bill entitled ** An act to alter and 
amend the act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States, approved 30th of April, 
1790,’’ with an amendment; which was committed 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, Senate bill entitled 
** An act to extend the jurisdiction of the district 
court of the United States for the district of Ar- 
kansas;’’ and, on Mr. T.’s motion, the bill was 
read « third time and passed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported six Senate bills 
granting commutation pay to certain surgeons’ 
mates, with a recommendation in each case that 
they do not pass; which were all committed. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, moved that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the ‘‘bill to 


| credit the Treasurer of the United States with the 
/amount of unavailable funds,” &c., and that the 


said bill be recommittef to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; which motion was concurred in by 
the House. 

Mr. McKEON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of George 
Innes; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill 
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granting a pension to Daniel W. Vorhees; which I] On motion of Mr. VINTON, the Committee on 


was read twice&And committed. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on In- 
- valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


Isaiah Parker; which was read twice and com- || 


mitted. 
Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 


of the Legislature of New Jersey upon this sub- 
ject, reported the following resolution: 
** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 


Roads and Canals was discharged from the further | 
consideration of the subject of ceding unsold lands | 
in the Huntsville district to the Stateof Alabama, | 
and the same was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee of 


| Claims, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
Affairs, to which had been referred the resolution || 


tion of John Broome, praying indemnity for prop- 


(erty destroyed by the British in the late war; 
| which report was ordered to lie on the table and 


directed to cause an examination to be made of | 


the various positions not heretofore examined | 
within the waters of the New York bay and its 
vicinity, which are adapted to the establishment 
and construction of dry-docks, and to report 


to the House of Representatives at the opening of | 
the next session of Congress.’’ 

By general consent, on Mr. J.’s motion, the 
resolution was concurred in. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the same committee, re- 
ported Senate bill for the relief of certain officers 
of the United States sloop of war Boston; and, on 
Mr. J.’s motion, the same was laid on the table. 


Mr. PARKER, from the same committee, re- 


Hogan, deceased; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, 


Mr. HAMER, from the Committee on Foreign 


|| be printed. 


On motion of Mr. McKEON, the Committee 
on Commerce were discharged from the further 


| consideration of the memorial and resolutions 


upon the subject of regulating pilots; and thesame 


t ' ; _ was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
their comparative advantages and disadvantages || 


Mr. BEAUMONT, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made unfavorable reports 
on the petition of Elizabeth Broadus and others, 
the petition of William Oliver’s heirs, Jesse Potts 


| and Philip Lightfoot; which reports were severally || 


ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of John Van Dyke, of New York; 


( ‘e- || which was ordered to lie upon the table. 
ported, with amendments, Senate bill for the relief || 


of William Hovan, administrator of Michael || 


Affairs, reported a bill for the settlement of the || 
accounts of Richard Harris, late consular agent of || 


the United States in Spain; which was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. MILLIGAN, from the Committee on 


Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Vin- 
cent Lazarett; which was read twice and commit- 
ted. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee of Claims, 


ae a bill for the relief of Joseph Radcliff; || 
wh 


ich was read twice and committed. 


Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill establishing custom and 


On motion of Mr. FRY, the Committee on 


| Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 
|, further consideration of the petition of Isaac Webb, 
| and the same was referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions, made an unfavorable report or the 


| petition of John Scott; which was ordered to lie 
| on the table. 


On motion of Mr. BEALE, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Otis Pierce and 
Samuel M. Asbury, and the petitioners permitted 
to withdraw their papers. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the 
|| petitions of Joseph Chambers, Catharine Hay- 


_ ward, and Robert Chambers; which reports were 


collection districts, and creating ports of entry | 


therein; which was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Patents, 


reported, without amendment, Senate bill entitled | 
** An act in addition to the act to promote the | 


severally ordered to lie on the table. 
On motion of Mr. HOWELL, the Committee 


'on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 


progress of science and the useful arts, passed the || 


4th of July, 1836; which was committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the select committee 
to which a memorial on the subject had been 
referred, reported a bill providing for the punish- 


ment of reissuing the notes of the late Bank of the , 
: Post Office and Post Roads, made an unfavorable 
it inl 
| ing the passage of a law authorizing the return to 


United States, (accompanied by a report,) which 
bill was read twice, and committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MOSES MASON moved to print five thou- | 
sand extra copies of the report; which motion, 
under the rule, lies over one day. 

Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee of 
Claims, made unfavorable reports on the petitions 
of S. B. Anderson and John G. Mackall; 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made an unfavorable report on the 
memorial of Stephen Morthan, J. G. Whitehorn, 
and S. Whitehorn, of Newport, Rhode Island; 
which report was ordered to lie on the table and | 
be printed. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, made an unfavorable 
report on the memorial of the Corporation of 
Alexandria; which was ordered to lie on the table | 
and be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, made unfavorable reports on the peti- | 


tions of Jacob Holmes and ‘Thomas Prettyman, || 


of Baltimore; which reports were ordered to lie on | 
the table. ° 
Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on | 
Commerce, made an unfavorable report on the 
etition of David Melvin; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


which 1 


| further consideration of the memorial of Daniel 


MeNair, Pigeon-in-the-Water, and J.C. Martin, 


Cherokee Indians, praying for pensions; and the || 
same was referred to the Committee on Indian || 


Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. HOWELL, the Committee 


| on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further 


consideration of the petition of Jacob Kendrick, 
of Tennessee; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
report on the petition of Nathaniel Pallan, pray- 


him of a sum of money stolen from him at Frank- 


| lin, and for which he accounted to the Post Office 


| 
| 


} 


| 





Department. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of Adam 
Hall, for property lost in the service of the United 
States, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: - 

**Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Ad@&m Hall, and that it, with the docu- 
ments accompanying the same, be referred to the 
Third Auditor for examination.” 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of William 
Jones, praying indemnity for horses lost in the 
service of the United States, reported the follow- 
ing resolution; which was agreed to: 

** Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of William Jones, and that, with the doc- 
uments accompanying the same, it be referred to 
the Third Auditor for examination.” 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
William Purcell, praying indemnity for two horses 


' taken by the Indians in 1811; also an unfavorable 


1] 


Feb , 
| report on the petition of James McPherson; which 
| were ordered to lie on the table. . 


| On motion of Mr. RUSSELL, the Committ. 
| of Claims was discharged from the further con. 
| sideration of the petition of Joseph Farrar. and 
| the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, from the 

| Committee on Invalid Pensions, made an unfavor. 
| able report on the petition of Amos Daniels; which 
_ was ordered to lie on the table. 
On motion of Mr. REED, the Committee op 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the petition 
|of Captain John Aulick; which was ordered to 
| lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the Commit. 
tee on Private Land Claims, was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petitions of Pedro 
Palao and Nancy Stewart; and the petitions were 
| ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, from the Com. 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, made an unfa. 
| vorable report on the petition of Emanuel Shroufe. 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ; 


On motion of Mr. “icCARTY, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, was discharged from the fur. 
| ther consideration of the petition of John Phagen; 
| which was ordered to lie on the table. 


RECESS. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked the consent of the 
House to offer a resolution for the House to take 
a recess this day from half past one till four o’clock, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, objecting toits 
reception, 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved a suspension of the 
rule, whereupon 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 103, 
nays 76. 

So the House refused to suspend the rule, (two 
thirds not voting in the affirmative.) 


| EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 





The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Postmaster General, in obe- 
| dience to the act of Congress fixing the salaries 
| of his clerks, transmitting a statement of the num- 
| ber of clerks employed in his office, with their 
_ names and salaries; which was laid on the table, 
_and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury, incompliance with a resolution of the House, 
| calling upon that officer for the number of claims 
to lands in Louisiana confirmed, and for which 
patents were ordered to issue, setting forth the 
| time when these patents would probably issue; 
| which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
| printed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, made an in- 
| effectual attempt to introduce a resolution, chang- 
_ ing the hour of meeting of the House t6 ten o’clock, 
/a.m., and providing that it should take a recess 
|from two to half past three, when the House 
| should again meet, and sit till nine o’clock, p.m. 


SURVEY OF THE COAST. 

Mr. HAYNES moved a suspension of the rules 
of the House for the purpose of submitting a res: 
olution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
| to direct surveys and examinations to be made of 
the Atlantic coast south of the Chesapeake Bay, 
for sites for light-houses, buoys, &c.; which was 
disagreed to. 

THE TARIFF OF 1832. 

Mr. HARPER moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of taking up the bill repealing cer- 
tain provisions of the tariff of 1832; which was 
disagreed to. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG, proceeded to the orders of the day, and 
took up the bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year 1837. : 

The question on the amendment to strike outof 
the bill the appropriation of $490,000 for com- 
pleting and fitting out the ship of the line Pennsy!- 
vania, was taken up separately. 
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1837. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND called for the yeas and 


anys on this amendment; which were ordered. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND addressed the House at | 


gome length in opposition to this amendment, 
going on to point out the superior advantages of 
5 


fiting out this vessel over the erection of anum- | 
B 


ber of small vessels, which could only serve to 
bring our navy into discredit. He contended that 
this vessel should be fitted out and sent abroad, if 
for no other purpose than to exhibit her to the 


world. Wenow had the name of building the | 


fnest vessels in the world, and why bring our 


naval architecture into disrepute by the fitting out _ 


these small craft, when we had so splendid a spe- 
cimen of the skill of our naval architects almost 
ready to launch. Besides this, the vessel was 
actually decaying on the stocks more than she 
would if she were launched and sent to sea. Mr. 
g, said he had the highest authority for making 


vessel, in support of the assertion. 

Mr. JARVIS replied to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and stated that this amendment 
had been introduced by the unanimous consent 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. The motion 
was not his, but it was the motion of the Com- 


mitteeon Naval Affairs. Mr. J. then read ex- | 
tracts from a communication transmitted to that | 
House by the President of the United States at | 
the last session from the Board of Commissioners | 


who had been appointed to examine into this sub- 
ject, which commissioners reported decidedly in 


favor of small vessels, as being infinitely better | 


calculated to protect our commerce than ships of 
the line and large vessels. As to the decay of the 
Pennsylvania, alluded to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. J. had conferred with an offi- 
cer of the navy on the subject, who was acquainted 
with the vessel, and that officer had informed him 
that it was an entire mistake, and that to remove 
every decayed timber in the vessel, and replace it 
with live oak, would not cost five thousand dol- 
lars. The vessel then being safe in the ship- 
house, he considered it of much greater interest to 


it cao ih ° 
| So the House again refused to adjourn; but 


there was no quorum voting. 

Mr. MERCER moved a cali of the House; 
and on that motion called for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. MERCER then withdrew the motion. 

Mr. HOWARD sent to the Chair a resolution 
directing acall of the House, and that that call 
should commence at half past four o’clock pre- 
cisely. 

The CHAIR decided the proposition to be out 
| of order. 

Mr. McKAY moved that there be a call of the 
| House. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the House 
adjourn. 

| Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 


|, yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were— 
|| yeas 63, nays 56; as follows: 

this assertion, and read a statement of one of our | 
naval officers, who knew the whole history of this | 


YEAS — Messrs. Barton, Bean, Bell, Bond, 
Boyd, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, William B. 
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; 


Calhoun, Campbell, John Chambers, Chetwood, | 


Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Connor, 
Crane, Dawson, Denny, Everett, French, Fry, 
James Garland, Gholson, Granger, Grayson, Hi- 
_land Hall, Hannegan, Harlan, Samuel S. Harri- 
| son, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson,Hoar, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Janes, John W. Jones, Kennon, Kil- 
gore, Klingensmith, Laporte, Lay, Lincoln, 
Lyon, Sampson Mason, Milligan, Pearson, Petti- 
grew, Phillips, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, John Rey- 
|| nolds, Schenck, William B. Shepard, Augustine 
| H. Shepperd, Spangler, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, 
Underwood, and Thomas T’., Whittlesey—63. 
| NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Alford, Chilton Al- 
'lan, Heman Allen, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Cam- 
|| breleng, Carter, Casey, Clark, Coles, Craig, Cra- 
'mer, Crary, Cushing, Cushman, Doubleday, 
| Danlap, Farlin, Fuller, Grantland, Grenneil, Jo- 
seph Hall, Howard, Huntsman, Ingham, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Jarvis, Benjamin W. Jones, Lane, 
|| Lansing, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Leonard, Loyall, 
|| McKay, McKim, Mercer, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
|| Parker, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, John 
|| Reynolds, Robertson, Sickles, Speight, Standefer, 


theGovernment that she should remain there,and | Sutherland, John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, 
that small vessels should be constructed which || Wardwell, Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 


could navigate every sea, and which would add 
greatly to the protection of our commerce, espe- 
cially on the West India station and coast of 
Brazil. 

Mr. J. was proceeding with his remarks, when 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, raised a point 
of order as to whether it was competent for the 
House to proceed in doing business without a 
quorum of members being present. 

The CHAIR counted the House, and announced 
that there were only one hundred and six mem- 
bers in attendance. 

Mr. BRIGGS then moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 

' Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 
yeasand nays; which were ordered, and were— 
yeas 44, nays 69. 

So the House refused to adjourn; but there was 

ho quorum voting. 


The SPEAKER then again counted the House, 


and reported that there were only 106 members | 


present. 
Mr. BOYD moved that the House adjourn. 
Mr. HALL, of Maine, called for the yeas and 


nays, 

Mr. BOYD then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, moved a 
call of the House. Lost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved that 
the House take a recess until four o’clock. 

The CHAIR replied that this might be done 
by general consent. 

Mr. HALL, of Maine, objected. 

The CHAIR then appointed tellers, who count- 
td the House, and reported that there were one 
hundred and eleven members present—no quorum. 

After various suggestions by Messrs. BOON, 
ALFORD, CAMBRELENG, WISE, MER- 
CER, McKIM, WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, UN- 
DERWOOD, and DAWSON, 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the yeas and 


hays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 47, 
hays 70. 


|| Sherrod Williams, Yell, and Young—37. 
|| So the House adjourned at fifteen minutes past 
| three o’clock. 


\| ee 
IN SENATE. 
| Tuourspay, February 23, 1837. 


|| “Mr. WALL presented the petition of Aaron 


|| Camp, of Newark, New Jersey, praying for a | 


| ension ; which was referred to the Committee on 
|| Pensions. 

| Mr. RIVES presented the petition of J. N.C. 
| Stockton; which was referred to the Committee 
| on the Post Office and Post Roads. 





| monston; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


RERORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


|| sideration of the petition of John H. Pratt. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which has been referred the petition of 
Elizabeth Newman, reported a bill for her relief; 
| 





‘|| On motion of Mr. TIPTON, the Committee 
| on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
| sideration of the petition of the Springfield Man- 
ufacturing Company. 
SURVEYS SOUTH OF THE CHESAPEAKE..- 
The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs 











veys of the ports south of the Chesapeake, and 
the memorial of the citizens of Charlestown on 
the subject of a naval depot, was considered, and 
the committee was discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

| MICHIGAN AND WISCONSIN BOUNDARY. 


| Mr. NORVELL gave notice that he would to- 
' morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to authorize 





|| the President to run and designate the boundary |, 
1 line dividing the State of Michigan from the Ter- | 


ritory of Wisconsin. 
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BILLS PASSED. 


The bill making appropriations for the current 
expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indians tribes; 


| and 


The bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause a suitable number of the public 
vessels adapted for the purpose, to cruise upon the 
coast during the winter season, to relieve distressed 
navigators, were severally read the third time and 
passed. 


TITLES TO ESTATES. 

On motion of Mr. KENT, the Senate took up 
the bill to quiet possessions, enrolling convey- 
ances, and for securing the estates of purchasers 
within the District of Columbia; and the same 
having been read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and after being 
amended on motion of Mr. K., was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. KENT, the Senate took up 
the bill to amend the charter of the Franklin Fire 
Insurance Company; and the same having been 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. KENT, the bill to organize 
the several fire companies of the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

The bill to incorporate the President and Di- 
rectors of the Firemen’s Insurance Company of 
Washington and Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, were severally taken up, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

LUIGI PERSICO. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Luigi Per- 
sico; Which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States by Mr. Anprew Jackson, jr., 
his Secretary, transmitting the records of a con- 


vention between the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes 
of Indians. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
The following bills were severally read the sec- 


|| ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 


on the message of the President, transmitting sur- | 


On motion of Mr. PRENTISS, the Committee || 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- | 


|| which was read, and ordered toa second reading. | 


reading: 

The bill giving effect to the eighth article of the. 
treaty with Spain; 

The bill to authorize the erection of an hospital 
in the District of Columbia; and 

The bill to continue in force the act for the final 


| adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, 
Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of John Ed- | 


approved 9th of July, 1832, and the act. supple- 
mentary thereto, approved the 2d March, 1833. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

Mr. LYON submitted the following resolution ; 
which was considered and adopted. 

‘* Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of 
the report of the survey, plan, and estimate, for 
improving the harbor of Milwaukie, Wisconsin 
Territory.”’ 

Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and adopted: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


| be directed to communicate to the Senate any addi- 
|, tional correspondence which may have occurred 


between that department and B. Branden, late dis- 
trict attorney for the United States, for the north- 
ern district of Alabama, or any other person, rela- 
tive to the subject-matter, embraced by the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 2d of May last, not in- 
cluded in his report, made 7th of that month, as a 
response to that resolution, including any report 
made by said district attorney,andacopy of an 

deed executed by Caruthers, Kindle, Larner & 


| Co.,as indemnity for the public money, and bond 


they may have received from the said district at- 


| torney.”’ 


THE TARIFF. 
The Senate took up, as the special order, the bil 


to alter and amend the several acts imposing duties 
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on imports, the question being on the motion of | 
Mr. Davis to strike out from the duty-free articles, | 
“common salt.” 
A debate e:.sued, in which the motion was sup- 
orted by Messrs. DAVIS, CALHOUN, and | 
PRESTON, and opposed by Messrs. BENTON, 
BROWN, RIVES, and STRANGE, and, 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate adjourned. || 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspay, February 23, 1837. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported, with an amendment, 
Senate bill designating and limiting the funds re- 
ceivable for the public revenue. 
The amendment was as follows: 


Sec. 4. Ind be it further enacted, That no part | 
of this act shall be construed as repealing any || 


existing law relating to the collection of the reve- 
nue from customs or public lands, in the legal cur- 
rency, or as substituting bank notes of any des- 
cription, as a lawful currency, in lieu of coin, as 
provided in the Constitution of the United States; | 
nor to deprive the Secretary of the Treasury of the | 
power to direct the collectors, or the receivers of 
the public revenue, whether derived from duties, 
taxes, or debts, or sales of the public lands, not to | 
receive in payment of any sum due to the United 
States, the notes of any bank or banks, which the | 
said Secretary may have reason to believe un- | 
worthy of credit, or which he apprehends may be | 
compelled to suspend specie payments. 
Mr. C. moved that the bill and amendment be | 
printed, and laid on the Speaker’s table, taking its | 
place on the Calendar; which was agreed to. | 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same commit- | 
tee, reported a bill to authorize the proper officer | 
of the Treasury Department to credit the account | 
of the Treasurer of the United States with the 
amount of unavailable funds, &c., which was read 
twice and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- | 


ing to-mcrrow. {| 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same commit- || 


tee, reported a resolution ordering that from and 

after this day, the daily hour of meeting of the | 
House shal! be ten o’clock a. m. and that a recess | 
be taken on each day from three to half past four | 


o’clock. || 


Objections being made, Mr. McKIM asked for 
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion; but subsequently withdrawing the call, 

Mr. OWENS renewed it, and they were or- 


dered. | 
Mr. BOON said, in an experience of several || 


years, he had never known a daily recess taken | 
during the short sessions, and being well assured | 
it would in no way expedite the public business, | 
he moved to strike out from the resolution all that 
art of it having reference to a recess; which was || 
ost—ayes 40, noes not counted. } 

Mr. PARKER did not think the best time had || 
been selected, and he moved that the recess should |, 
be from two to half past three o’clock. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the subject had been 
carefully considered in the committee with refer- | 
ence to the convenience of members and the ex- || 
pediting of business. 1 

' 


Mr. PARKER’S amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. LANE was satisfied that, instead of gain- || 
ing, they would lose time by the adoption of this | 
resolution, if it should be adopted, and he there- | 
fore moved to insert nine instead of ten o’clock, | 
a. m.,as the daily hour of meeting; which was | 
lost. 

The resolution was then concurred in by the |! 
House—yeas 151, nays 16. 
On motion of Mr. LAWRENCE, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the “harbor |, 
bill’? was recommitied to that committee. | 


i} 
Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Public || 
Lands, moved that the Committee of the Whole | 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the *‘ bill to authorize the Illinois Central Railroad || 
Company to construct a railroad through the pub- || 
lic lands, and for other purposes,” and that the || 
same be recommitted to the Committee on the |; 
Public Lands. H 


Mr. BOON made the same motion in reference 
to the * bill to authorize the Michigan City and © 
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Kankakee Railroad Company to constructa canal 
| through the public lands; and the same was 
recommitted to the Committee on the Public 


'| Lands. 


Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 


| sion to Catharine Mosely; which was read twice 


and committed. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Avery, Saltmarsh & Co.; which was read twice 
| and committed. 

Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary claims, moved that the committee be dis- 





_ eharged from the further consideration of the peti- | 
|tion of the representatives of Anna Price, and | 


| that the petitioners have leave to withdraw the 
same. Agreed to. 


further consideration of the petition of Michael F. 
Williams; and the petition, was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HOWELL also, from the same commit- 
tee, made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Jacob Hendrick, James Simmons, David McNair, 

| and others; also, on the petition of Israel Ketcham, 
| praying Congress to grant a pension to the orphan 
| children of Thomas Ketcham and Platt Ketcham, 
| late officers of the Army; also, on the petitions of 
James Simmons, Francis Woods, John Peak, E. 
Pierce, and Hugh McDonald; which reports were 
| severally ordered to lie on the table. 


| Mr. ASH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Eleanor Wells, praying to be allowed the amount 
of pay due to her son, Michael Reed, who was 
lost on board of the |’Insurgent frigate in 1602; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
unfavorable report on the petition of D. F. Farra- 


gut; which was ordered to lie on the table and | 


be printed. 


On motion of Mr. KLINGENSMITH, the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tions of Leonard Corl, of Pennsylvania, James 
Wilcock, Joseph Walling, E. ‘Themas, Isaac 
Shinn, Josiah Davidson, John Reed, John Good- 
win, John Cahart, and Elizabeth French, and the 
petitions sevegally ordered to lie on the table. 


| On motion of Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylva- 
nia, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was dis- | 
charged from the further consideration ofthe peti- | 


tions of Reuben James, Thomas Harrison, James 


Getchell, and Levi Johnson, and the petitions || 


severally ordered to lie on the table. 


|| On motion of Mr. JANES, the Committee on 


Revolutionary Pensions was discharged?’ from the 
further consideration of the petitions of Theodore 
Atkinson, John Schull, of Pennsylvania, Daniel 
Woodward, Benjamin Dupey, and others, and 
the petitions severally ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on.Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on the 
petition of the heirs of John Wilson; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


SURVEYS OF THE COAST. 


Mr. HAYNES moved a suspension of the rule, 
{objection having been made,] for the purpose of 
submitting the following resolution; which was 
agreed to—ayes 92, noes not counted. 

‘* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


| be directed to cause the necessary examinations 


to be made of the sea-coast south of the Chesa- 
peake Bay, with regard to the location of addi- 
tional light-houses, beacons, and buoys, and report 
the result to Congress at its next session.’’ 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, moved a sus- 
pension of the rules, for the purpose of taking up, 
and referring them to their appropriate standing 
committees, certain bills from the Senate, with the 
understanding that those which would elicit dis- 
cussion should be passed over. 


Mr. YELL expressed a wish that the land bill | 


from the Senate would also be included; and he 
moved an amendment to that effect. 


On motion of Mr. HOWELL, the Committee || 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the | 


Also, an | 


sr 
Mr. WHITTLESEY replied that 
= ne — Seen 
r N hoped that no friend of the | 
would suffer that bill to be given the eine, _ 


that bill 


way. 
Mr. YELL would object to every bill as j 
up, till the land bill should be Sacbed. =i 

Mr. WHITTLESEY then withdrew his prop. 
osition, and, on motion of Mr. CAMBRE. 
LENG, the House then passed to the orders of 
the day. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The consideration of the ‘bill making appro. 
priations for the naval service for the year 1837” 
was then resumed. 

The question pending was on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole, in their proposed 

‘amendment, to strike from the bill the clause ap. 
| propriating the sum of $400,000 for completing 
and equipping the ship of the line Pennsylvania 

Mr. JARVIS, who was entitled to the floor. 
addressed the House at some length in reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Suruertanp,] made on yesterday. The 
naval committee had concurred unanimously that 
this appropriation should be struck out, and the 
reasons why they had come to this determination 
were, that this vessel was perfectly safe where 
she was, and the cost of keeping her there wag 
very trifling. He then entered into a calculation 
to show that the cost of sailing this vessel would 

| be aneeeny about $340,000, whereas the cost of 
sailing a sloop of war would not exceed $55,000 
annually, so that they would be able to keep six 
sloops of war in the service for about the same 
amount of money which it would cost to sail this 
single vessel; and by the employment of these 
smaller vessels you put more of your navy officers 
into active service, instead of allowing them to 
remain in total inactivity at home. These were 
important considerations, and he hoped the House 
would view them in that light. The country had 
no need for these large vessels, except at a time 
when she was at war with some great nation, 
If this vessel were launched and fitted out for sea, 
she would never be able to come into any of the 
—_ south of the Chesapeake, and would always 
ave to go into northern ports, where the harbors 
were of sufficient depth of water; and this prob- 
‘ably might create a jealousy in the minds of 
| southern gentlemen. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had instanced two small vessels of our 
Navy which had been lost at sea, the Hornet and 
|| Wasp. It was true the Hornet had foundered, 
‘as it was supposed, in a storm at sea; but he 
would ask the gentleman if he had never heard 
| of a British fleet going into one of the European 
_ ports, and the officers of one of tle vessels in that 
| fleet boasting that he had sunk the ** Constitution;” 
| and it was well known that the Wasp was in that 
region at the time alluded to, and the probability 
| was that this was the way in which this vessel got 
| to the bottom of the ocean. As to the capacity of 
| these sloops of war to ride out storms at sea, he 
| need only instance the case of the sloop of war 
| Boston, in the Bay of Biscay, in one of the most 
| tremendous storms which perhaps any vessel 
came through in safety. 

In reply to'the remarks of the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, charging him and the Navy Con- 
| mittee with doing nothing, he had only to say, 
_ that they had reported many important bills which 
| have not yet received the action of the House. 
/One of which was a bill regulating the peace 

establishment of the Navy, another was a Dill 
| reorganizing the Navy Department, which bill he 
much regretted had not been passed, because the 
|| operations of that Department were not conducted 
|| as they should be; he did not say this to make 
| any reflections upon the head of that Department, 
| because he believed he conducted the business of 
| the Department as well as he could under its 
| present organization. Another bill undisposed of 
| was the bill regulating Navy pensions; another 
| one was the bill regulating privateer pensions; and 
| another one was the bill regulating the pay of pur- 
_sers in the Navy; and this latter bill was of the 
_utmost importance. The object of it was to pay 
them a specific sum, instead of allowing them to 
make a fortune of the poor sailors, as they had 
| the opportunity of doing at present. All these 

bills had been reported by the Naval Commitee, 
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” Mr.J.continued at some length to point out the | part, but really if they were sincere friends to | Mr. DA WSON moved to add also Brunswick, 
eriority of small vessels of war in tume of peace _ the Navy, they would cease making those long | in the State of Georgin, and that the same amount 
™ a those of larger ships. | Speeches which it had been Mr.C.’s good fortune | be appropriated, and for the same objects as for 
\p- O Mr. REED said they then had on the stocks, _ to hear for the last sixteen years. Charleston. ; 
E. and launched, eleven ships of the line; six outof = = Mr. SUTHERLAND entered into astatement | The CHAIR said that motion would be out of 
of these had been launched, and out of these SiX, | in reference to the position of the navy-yard at order, because it involved an increase of the 
there was but one in sailing condition, This was | Philadelphia, and certain contemplated improve- ; amount of money Sean to be appropriated by 
an important consideration, and he hoped gentle- | ments there, showing that if this ship should not | the Committee of the Vhole. 
men would view it in a proper light. He had | be Jaunched soon, she would have to rot on the | Mr. DAWSON then renewed his amendment 
a taken some paing to examine into the subject of || stocks. Mr. S. also quoted the special report, in | 'n the form submitted by him in committee, viz: 
the deterioration of our vessels in the navy, and || favor of completing the Pennsylvania, of the Sec- | substituting ** Brunswick” for ‘ Charleston,’ 
| he had ascertained that the deterioration of ships, || retary of the Navy, and warmly opposed the mo- | Whenever the latter occurred. Mr. D. drew the 
. after they were launched was about ten percentum || tion to strike out. attention of the House to the fact of the report of 
- ; annum, and at that rate, if this ship of the || Mr. PARKER drew the attention of the House = naval commission sent out, under a resolution 
: jine Pennsylvania were launched, her deteriora- || to the fact that for several years no such force as Of last eo to ek Aas wy site for a south- 
2 tion would be about seventy thousand a _ || this had been recommeided, and he contended that — a a aving fixed upon Branswick 
“4 annum, Was it not better, ra aid a er || the launching of this ship was not wanted by the cana Piet aaah words hom Mises: PIRCE 
Hh remain on the stocks, where a vie fon | present posture of our effairs, or by any exigency NEY D AWSON II AYNES. GRAYSON + 
is very trifling expense, and cou h tt _— oF | likely to arise. There were four ships of the line TARVI th aioe aaa ft Mr oma an 
he service, in case ce aes . aleetnenks || already afloat, which were more than were neces- die eal aa oad eats we eee ee 
rat The gentleman ois _oangrene aad = ‘ | sary, and he was not disposed to vote away so ong Mr man 1 m recurring Upon 
i. eat deal about ees a ithe ba cho dea large a sum of money as $400,000 to launch a ship Mr. P ATTERSON ae eed ' a 
on architecture, and allt ain . ean ye shiv into the water when she was not required, and vm me mas “oe ie :. ‘i ee an 
re entirely forgotten that t of eopeny os* sarge ate || where she would be, probably, as liable to decay saad eae Seoineds MANN? of NY, y York, 
om of war on land in time of peace was a on ern | as on the stocks. eee ane SARvIN. eae 
on improvement, ane Ge per ae | . The question was then taken on concurring with manne T graned ie Caner an Se 
ild There they cou = at aL sila biinamen ved || the committee, and decided in the affirmative— Me MEAN 60 Mow Terk. venous’ isa 
of keeping a roof over them, a ready to - —_ : || yeas 125, nays 55. | Pr sin : ~ » rene ety, 
00 whenever their services were — : eet € |“ So the clause was stricken out. — eee eae . 
1X gentleman from eee 0 _ ws a | The next amendment of the Committee of the eee ee Se = 95. and decided in the 
me this improvement. ne Whole was then taken up; as follows: a ~J eat chip SASS 
ld not be abandoned. Mr. R. had not pro- - . So the amendment was disagreed to. 
his he buildi f lis! in Ji f fitting || And, also, six vessels of war of not less than Mr. McKIM then moved the previous question 
ese posed the but oni sma eats he lity ne «ten, nor more than sixteen guns, $400,000, in Mr. CALHOON, of Kentach al aa Toth 
ers out the Pennsylvania out of any hostility ° | saddition to the materials on hand.” sabe vithdvs Y> 8p} 
Keystone State; indeed, the Committee on Naval Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked for tl = gentleman to withdraw it, as he wished to move 
* Affairs had never taken that into consideration at | Fr. JESINE ~~ hie ” 7 poennS || 2 reconsideration of the vote by which the item 
0 all. There wasa large vessel of war on the stocks | nayé on concurring with this amendment; which |/ of $10,000, for a marine hospital at Memphis, 
“ at Boston, and Mr. R. would prefer keeping her | “&T® ordered, | Tennessee, had been agreed to. 
ag there, even if the State of Massachusetts should Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to amend Mr. McK IM said he had withdrawn the motion 
- be some small loser by it. But the gentleman the amendment, so as to strike out ‘*sixteen”™ | once, and he must decline doing it again, 
so from Pennsylvania had said that these small ves- | SUS; and insert ‘eighteen. r | The House did not second the demand for the 
ey sels were the graves of our hardy seamen. Well, Mr. REED (who moved the amendment in the | previous question, only 57 voting in the affirma- 
he to confute that, Mr. R. would only point the gen- || committee) said he had no objection whatever to || tive. 
oe tleman to the Baltimore clippers, which were Mr. Mann’s motion; and it was agreed to with- Mr. CALOFION, of Kentucky, then made the 
og admitted by every nation to be the finest seaboats || Out a division. motion indicated above, and gave as a reason for 
m- in the world, which vessels were much smaller || The question was then taken on concurring with || doing so, that he thought it would come up much 
of than the sloops proposed to be built by this amend- | the amendment, as amended, and decided in the || more appropriately on what is called the ‘new 
a ment, Besides, the most wealthy of our mer- |) affirmative—yeas 118, nays 47. | harbor b:ll,’? when the most eligible points on the . 
ur chants risked their property and their lives in |, 59 the amendment, as amended, was concurred — western waters migl.t be decided on. 
nd merchantmen much smaller than these sloops. |; !"- Mr. McKAY understood that Memphis had 
, Mr. R.’s constituents, or the people of Massa- |, Theamendment proposing an item of $5,000 for | been, or was intended to be, included in the bill 
he chusetts, had hundreds of these vessels which | the survey of May river, &c., South Caroliva, reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
vd navigated into every sea with perfect safety. If, || was then taken up; and, on motion of Mr. CAM- The House determined to reconsider the vote— 
= however, the House thought proper to appropriate || BRELENG, the amount reduced to $1,500; and | ayes 80, noes 50; and the amendment was then 
hat this sum for fitting out this vessel, he had no ob- |, so amended, it was concurred in. rejected without a division. 
i jection; but he would still desire to have those || The amendment for surveying Beaufort and orth Veo ee moved to strike from 
ty small vessels for the protection of our ere | Wilmington harbors was also concurred in. }| the a ma e eee Be it al 
rot in the West Indies and on the South American || Mr. DUNLAP renewed the amendment offered || «},, aia! F bapeysr Brockive Lose | sf 1 New 
‘of = PEARCE of Rhode Island insisted that by him in the Committee of the Whole, proposing ‘ York, $51 000 a ea ee ee 
‘ | chs 7 » Sol, E 
be the Committee on Naval Affairs had stepped aside |! °? aT he con eee for the Enenane ’ * || M:. GHOLSON asked for the yeas and nays; 
yar from their duty in opposing this item. The gen- || ®!¢¢> 894 ‘he construction of a marine hospital at | py- they were not ordered; and the motion was 
ones 5 om his, T ssee; which, after some remarks 
ost deneil M dj Dienndhenstte hid dealin! Memphis, Tennessee; which, a me 3 || agreed to. 
sel Se ee Peet | from Mr. D. in support of it, was agreed to—72 "Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island. tt d 
cated their objection to it on the ground of its | to 53 5 Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, then rose an 
ncvelty, and that distinguished naval oflicers were | : 7 h said that he had intended to move an appropria- 
a“ opposed to it. Now, who were these? Why || Mr. JARVIS also renewed the amendment tion for Narragansett bay, but he would demand 
Y had they not been nanged? The appropriations |) 8¥bmitted by him in committee, as follows: “To | the previous question. 
ays had been called for by the Navy Department, | ‘ defray the expense of examining the shoals of The House seconded the call—ayes 69, noes 
ich founded on the reporis of responsible officers. || ‘G@eorge’s Bank, for the purpose of determining | 56, 
” Nor was this all: there was a special report from | ‘ the practicability of erecting a light-house upon ~=Mr. HANNEGAN, referring to the few mem- 
a the Secretary of the Navy on the subject, calling | ‘the same, in aid of the general appropriation for | bers present, barely a quorum, moved acall of the 
i for the very item proposed in this bill, to which | ‘the navy, $9,000;"" which, afier some remarks — Hfouse; which was lost. : 
bos Mr. P. referred. He was not disposed at once to | from Mr. J. in explanation of the object contem- || The main question was then ordered without a 


1887. 








———————————— . a pg aa iT 
and were in the house undisposed of; yet the | 


n from Pennsylvania had made the grave 
en agaiant the Naval Committee of having 


done nothing. 





for the Navy, that they exhibited very little of it, 


| or for the interests of the country generally, by 


making speeches at this period of the session. He 
hoped they would take his admonition in good 
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‘The House refused to second the demand for 
the previous question—yeas 63, nays 76 

The question recurring upon Mr. Prxexney’s 
amendment, 


© EA 


bad set aside such evidence and such authority upon || Plated, was agreed to. division;and on the main question, being on order- 


k irresponsible recommendation, nor to give his as- || Mr. PINCKNEY thenalso renewed his amend- || ing the bill to be engrossed, 

axe sent to the effort making by the Naval Committee || ment for an appropriation for a navy-yard, depot, Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and 
o to overrule the special recommendations of the | dry-dock, d&c., at Charleston, South Carolina, | nays; but the House refused to order them. 

$ Executive, of the Secretary of the Navy, and of || and asked for the yeas and nays thereon; which | r. ROBERTSON irquired if a motion to re- 
ot the whole Board of Navy Commissioners. Mr. || were ordered. || commit this bill would be in order. 

1 0 - then went into an argument to show that it|| Mr.CAMBRELENG said, in thepresentstate| The CHAIR said it would not; the previous 
act would be little short of a prodigal waste of money || of the public business, with only six more days | question having been moved and seconded, the 
m to substitute the small vessels proposed by the || of the session to transact it, he felt compelled to | main question must be first taken. Petes 

— Committee, and adduced the policy of Great Britain |, make a motion he very seldom did, and he there-'| ‘The question was then taken and decided in the 
sa in relation to this matter, and that of our own | fore asked for the previous question. | affirmative without a division. 

ay Government for the last few years, as sustaining|| Mr. PINCKNEY inquired if it was in order | So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
a his position, and opposite to the proposed plan. || to demand the previous question after the yeas | third reading this day; and having been engrossed, 


a r. CAMBRELENG could not but say to and nays had been ordered on the amendment. 


and on its third reading, 
ae those gentlemen who professed so much regard |! The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 
ee, 


Mr. ROBERTSON then moved to recommit 
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this bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with a view (he said) to reduce the aggregate | 
amount of appropriations in it in such a manner | 
as that committee, upon considering the bill again, 
might think proper. He added, that be had no | 
disposition to embarrass the appropriations for the | 
expenses of the Government, but he could not | 
omit adverting to the fact of the enormous increase | 
in this branch of the service, and making an effort 
to resist it. He had been given to understand 
that the amount of money appropriated in the 1 
present bill exceeded that of last year $1,200,000. | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG concurred in the views || 
_ of the gentleman from Virginia, in relation to | 
retrenchment, but he did not think that this was | 
the appropriate bill to commence retrenchments 
upon. [le was certainly in favor of retrenchment, 
but, in the present state of our relations, he did | 
not think itexpedient to reduce the appropriations 
for our Navy. ‘The Senate was responsible for a 
large part of the $1,200,000 alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. He believed there was 
much less money spent on this branch of the 
public service than on others which were less im- 


j 


mitted. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL, in order (he said) to test 
the sense of the House on this question, moved 
the previous question; which was seconded—ayes 
87, noes 44; and the main question being ordered, 

Mr. GHOLSON asked for the yeas and nays | 
thereon, being the passage of the bill, but they 
were not ordered; and the bill was passed without 
a division. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


making appropriations for the current expenses 
of the Indian department, &c., for 1837,” re- 
turned from the Senate with amendments, was 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union. 





ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL——HOSPITALS. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved fhat the House | 


go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, onthe amendments of the Senateto the 
‘bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year 1837.” 

Mr. MERCER moved to include the bill pro- 
viding for the erection of marine hospitals on the 
western waters; which Mr. CAMBRELENG 
accepted as a modification. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to in- | 
clude certain bills extending the pension system | 
to certain western waters; which was lost. 

Mr. McKAY moved to include the bill pro- 
viding for the erection of marine hospitals in the 


different sea-ports on the Atlantic frontier; which | 


was lost. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to include the bill to 
unish certain crimes against the United States 
in the District of Columbia; which was lost. 

The House then went into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


|| member of this House. 


|| live on the fat of the land without work. 
for the bone and sinew of the country, the class | 
‘| of people that support all, that labor for their 





Suruercanp in the chair,) on the first two bills. || 

The committee resumed the consideration of the || 
‘Army biill.”’ 

The amendment pending was an amendment to || 
the Senate’s amendment appropriating $50,000 || 
to pay for the equipments of the Kentucky volun- | 
teers, who had been called out under the requisi- | 
tion of General Gaines. 

Mr. GRAVES withdrew his amendment, al- 
lowing three months’ full pay as compensation | 
to those troops who had mustered at Athens, and | 
submitted an amendment directing the Secretary | 
of War to allow to the volunteers of Kentucky, | 
Tennessee, Alabama, and Mississippi, who had 
been called out under the requisition of General | 
Gaines, one month’s pay, with all their expenses; || 
and making an appropriation of $11,650 for the 
pay of the rifle corps and Coosa volunteers, who | 
were commanded by Major Holt. 

After a few explanations by Messrs.GRAVES | 
and WHITTLESEY, this amendment was agreed | 


| 





to. 
Mr. PEYTON then moved an amendment ap- | 
peeenening $135,000 for arrears of pay due to the || 
ennessee volunteers raised on the 10th of Decem- || 
ber, 1812, and discharged on the 10th of Decem- || 
ber, 1813. u 


Mr. P. addressed the House at some length in | sites for hospitals in the law, saa membe 
support of this amendment, and read various ex- || be compelled to urge the location of an ho 


tracts to show the justness of the claim. 
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T would 


sme 
| his congressional district. He hoped the g pital in 


| 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, wanted to from Rhode Island [Mr. Pearce} wie 


vote understandingly on this subject, and he || utter impossibility to succeed in such a co 


wished to know whether the claim came before 


had been approved by the Department of War. 
Mr. PEYTON explained that the evidence had 


| the House in an authentic form, and whether it | 


d see the 


urs 
| abandon his prospects of establishing his oe 


in this bill. In fact that little State, Rhode Islang 
| seemed, from the appropriations it had already 
_ received from the hands of the Government, to “a 


been laid before the Department, but by accident ‘a great favorite at the city of Washington, He 


the paper discharging these troops had been lost, 
and owing to this the Department would not make 
the allowance. 

Mr. PEARCE could not support this claim 
unless it came through the regular channel through 


there must be some mystery in this claim or it 


; 


| which all others came; end he apprehended that | 


would not have laid over this long without being | 


| settled. 
Mr. BELL addressed the House at some length | 
| in support of the amendment. 


Mr. MASON, of Ohio, did not think they could 
entertain the claim at this time, and he would 


| move to lay the bill aside for the present. 
portant, and he hoped the bill would not be com- | 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 


‘| accordingly laid aside. 


MARINE HOSPITALS. 


The committee then took up the bill authorizing | 


| the purchase of suitable sites for the erection of 


marine hospitals on the western rivers and lakes. 
Mr. McKAY offered an amendment making an 
appropriation of $10,000 for the erection of a 


'| marine hospital at Wilmington, North Carolina, 
|, and $10,000 for the erection of a marine hospital 


.., || at Newport, Rhode Island. 
On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the “bill || 


After some remarks by Messrs. McKAY, 


PEARCE, of Rhode Island, MERCER, and | 


WARDWELL, 
by appropriating $10,000 for the erection of a 


|| marine hospital at Savannah, in Georgia. 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, remarked that he 
had observed a strict and absolute silence on this 
subject until the present time. He considered this 
course, on ordinary occasions, the most wise in 


order to secure the passage of a measure in which || 


he was so much interested for his constituents. 


| There is no subject in which a most worthy class 
| of citizens is so much interested, and which is so 
| congenial to the humanity which, I have abund- 


ant reason to believe, exists in the heart of each 
This measure is not for 
the wealthy, nor is it for that class of people who 
It is 


living. 

On many occasions during the last session, his 
friends in the House will recollect that he urged 
this subject on their consideration so often, and 


‘| with so many repeated efforts, that he was fear- 


ful he had almost tired the House on the subject. 
On this consideration he deemed it his duty to 


' secure the passage of the bill, and to observe a 


perfect respect for the House, which he had done 


the measure so often on the House as he had done 
heretofore. He considered the law so palpably 
right, that it needed no assistance or explanation 
whatever to insure its passage. But the course 


pursued by gentlemen had changed his opinion; | 
|| and when he saw a measure that is so just and | 


presumed all these appropriations were just anq 

right; but if this were cut off, and these streams 
from the public corn crib were diverted into an. 
| other channel, this little State would require the 
| fostering care of physicians to save her life, 

It is utterly impossible to locate the sites for 
hospitals in any bill before Congress. Every 
member would have a town or site in his congres. 
sional district, that he and his constituents would 
agree were most excellent places for the welfare 
of thesick. Thegentleman from New York (Mr 
Warpwe tt] would say, and in truth, too, that 
| on the shores of Ontario were good sites for hos. 
pitals; so would Mr. Owens, of Georgia, urge it 
on the consideration of the House, that no place 
was there more necessity for hospitals than in that 
State. This principle once established, my friends 
| all around me, who honor me so much with their 
_ attention on this occasion, must move for hospitals 

in their respective districts. ‘The gentleman, Mr, 
Hannecan, would have one at Logansport, in 


_ Indiana, and Mr. Incuam one in the State of Con- 


necticut. 

| This course will at once demonstrate its im. 
practicability, and the inevitable destruction of 
| the bill now before the House. 


| Mr. R. said he had himself once pursued this 


policy to name the site for an hospital in a bill, and 


| on full knowledge and experience of the subject 
Mr. OWENS moved to amend the amendment | 


| had abandoned it forever. He did not hesitate to 
say, and he said it because he knew it, that at or 
near the mouth of the Ohio river was the most 


| eligible point in all the West for the location of 


| one hospital. This site is the most central of any 


|| place in the valley of the Mississippi, in navigating 


| the rivers of that vast region of country. 

All the great rivers of the West, some of whose 
| waters are densely populated, and others fast 
| settling and improving, concentrate to this point. 
| It is a point between the upper and lower Missis- 
sippi, and convenient by water to an immense 
region of country. Yet with all these advantages 
_ to the people for an hospital at this point, and after 
| repeated efforts, he had abandoned the location of 
an hospital in the bill at it. 

The situation at or near the junction of the Ohio 
| with the Mississippi will claim the attention of 
| the persons named in the law to make the selec- 
| tions,and, no doubt, there will be established one 


at this suitable point. 


|| He would also state to the House that commis- 


'| sioners, talented medical men, would be more 


|| seen the ** Far West’? at all. 


| capable to make the selections than members of 
| Congress, who, perhaps, had many of them never 
The commissioners 


|, would examine with care and attention the various 
on all occasions, not to urge the consideration of | 


right within itself, and so congenial to his feelings, | 


sinking under a load of extraneous matter, he 


considered silence no longer to be a virtue, and | 


therefore would appeal to the common sense and 


justice of the House for the preservation of this |, 
| desirable measure. 


The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Mc- 


suitable places on the ‘* western waters’’ for hos- 
| pitals and thereby make the selections with a view 
| to the general welfare of the country, and not the 
particular advantage of any congressional district, 
- members of Congress would be compelled to 
oO. . 

The gentlemen of the Army, mentioned in the 
bill, he would not prefer to citizens to make the 
selections of sites; but a majority of the Commit- 
| teeon Roads and Canals, of which he was a mem- 


|| ber, preferred them to citizens; and for the sake 


| 
Kay] offered an amendment for an hospital at Wil- || 
mington, in that State, and to this amendment | 


of unanimity in the committee, and to secure the 
/ passage of the bill, he would not propose an 
amendment to change the commissioners. 

One other consideration he would present to the 
House, and then conclude his remarks. It was 


various other propositions for as many other hos- || the great expenditures of the public money in one 


— as amendments were offered. One in Rhode 


| section of the country, and not much in another. 


sland, one in Georgia, one on Lake Ontario or | This must be done, to a great extent, from the 


Champlain, and these all urged with talents, and 


|| some plausibility of reason. 


Mr. R. said he would submit to the sound sense 
and reflection of this House for a decision against 
all these amendments, if they desired the bill for 
hospitals on the western waters to pass into a 
law. If this course were adopted, to. name the 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


| necessity of the case. Fortifications, light-houses, 
/and such improvements, must be made on the 
frontier and on the ocean. A light-house in the 
interior, and off navigable water, would be of no 
use atali to the public. The same may be said of 

fortifications, and such improvements that must be 
made in a certain part of the Union. Itis on this 
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rinciple we of the West act. We have voted 
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Neer eee 


| which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 


millions for these Atlantic improvements, and for || and ordered to be printed. 


8 rt of the Navy. : . 
OT weety-ive millions of dollars, received into 
the Treasury from the sales of the public lands of 


the West, have the most of it been expended in | 


State improvements onthe sea-board. In this we 


elled to accede; and now, when we of the | 

oe fates and of the ‘‘ Far West”? want a small | 
ittance, a mere drop in the bucket, only fifteen | 
F ousand dollars, to enable certain officers of the | 


Army to purchase sites for hospitals on the west- 


ern waters, our proposition is amended to death, | 


weighted down with other hospitals on the Atlan- | 
tic shores, and from the very section of country | 


where all the treasure almost of the United States 


js disbursed and expended. This seemed to him | 
(Mr. R.) so manifestly unjust and wrong, thathe | 


supposed gentlemen would abandon the amend- 
ments. 


for an hospital in this bill, and use his excellent 
talents and singular voice on other occasions. 
Mr. R. remarked further, that a system of hos- 


He hoped his talented friend from Rhode | 
Island [Mr. Pearce] would cease his operations 


REPORTS.FROM COMMITTEES. 
|| Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public 
'| Lands, to whom had been referred the bill for the 
| relief of Catharine Myer, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 


On motion of Mr. TOMLINSQN, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
| consideration of the petitions of Peter Gibson and 
Michael Quin. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, made a report on the petition of Lieu- 
tenant Alexander, of the United States Army, and 
| the committee was discharged from the further 
| consideration thereof. 


| MICHIGAN AND WISCONSIN BOUNDARY. 

| Mr. NORVELL, in pursuance of notice given 
yesterday, asked and cbtained leave, and intro- 
| duced a bill to authorize the President of the United 
| States to ascertain and designate the boundary 
, line between the State of Michigan and the Ter- 


pitals suitable to the inland navigation of the coun- || ritory of Wisconsin, which was read, and ordered 
try would not be adapted to the sea-board. The | to a second reading. 


|| On motion of Mr. NORVELL, and by unan- 


mode of navigation was, from: the nature of the 
country, different, and the system could not be 
alike, and ought not to be in the same law. 

Mr. R. would conclude by saying, that the poor 
and friendless, and the country in general, are 
under great obligations to his friend, the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Mercer,] for bringing 
this subject before the House, and sustaining it 
with his influence and talents. He hoped the 


amendments would not be agreed to, and the bill | 


ssed. 
"hher some remarks by Messrs. OWENS, 
DUNLAP, PEARCE, of Rhode Island, BOND, 


REED, DENNY, GRANGER, GRAVES, | 


PARKER, HARPER, McKAY, and CAL- 
HOUN, of Kentucky, the amendments of Mr. 
Owens and Mr. McKay were severally disagreed 
to. 


Mr. PARKER moved an amendment increasing | 


the appropriation in the bill to $30,000, for the 
purpose of purchasing sites for six hospitals at 
suitable sites on the Atlantic coast and western 
rivers and lakes; which was disagreed to. 


Mr. DUNLAP then moved an amendment ap- | 


ropriating $10,000 for the erection of a marine 
Peopital at Memphis, ‘Tennessee; which was dis- 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LANE, the committee then 
rose, and reported the bill to the House. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the 
amendments to the bill were concurred in; when 


Mr. PATTON moved to strike out the enacting , The bill to incorporate the president and direct- 


clause to the bill. 

Mr. P. proceeded to address the House at some 
length in opposition to the general principles of the 
bill, and concluded by calling for the yeas and 
nays on his motion. 

ir. HANNEGAN said, for the purpose of 


testing the sense of the House on this bill, he |! 


would move the previous question; but withdrew 
the motion at the request of . 

Mr. MERCER, who made some remarks in 
reply to his colleague, [Mr. Parron,] and con- 
cluded by moving the previous question, which 
was seconded by the House; and the main ques- 
tion being ordered, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 24, 1837. 


The CHAIR presented a memorial from a meet- 
ing of the directors of the Bank of the United 
States, setting forth that they have seen a report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to Congress, in 
which he laments that he has not been able to set- 
tle with the bank, and stating their perfect readi- 
ness to settle with the Government on terms men- 
tioned in the memorial, and pay over the amount 
that may be due, reserving to the bank the divi- 
dends due the Government on its stock, until a 
{eticial decision is had as to the damages claimed 

y them on the draft on the French Government; 





imous consent, the bill was then read the second 
| time, and considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The bill from the House making appropriations 


for the naval service for the year 1837, was read 
twice and referred. 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill giving effect to the eighth article of the 
treaty of 1819, between the United States and 
| Spain; 

The bill to organize the several fire companies 
in the District of Columbia; 

The bill to continue in force the act for the final 


! 





|| adjustment of private land claims in the State of 


| Missouri, approved 19th July, 1832, and the act 
supplementary thereto, approved 2d of March, 


The bill to authorize the erection of an hospital 
| in the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
oses; 
The bill to amend the charter of the Franklin 
Fire Insurance Company; 
The bill to amend the act for quieting posses- 
sions, enrolling conveyances, and securing the es- 
| tates of purchasers in the District of Columbia, 
assed May, 1832; and 


ors of the Firemen’s Insurance Company of 
Washington and Georgetown, in the District of 
| Columbia. 

COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 

/ On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, the bill to 
| continue the office of Commissioner of Pensions 
| was taken up, and considered as in Committee of 





the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 
TERRITORIAL ACTS. 


| On motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate took 
| up the bill to confirm certain official acts of John 
Pope, late Governor of Arkansas; and the same 





having been considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and amended, on motion of Mr. WALK- 


ing. 
PORTS-OF ENTRY. 
On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
up the bill to create a port of entry at Jersey City. 


Mr. WALKER moved to amend the bill by 
creating ports of entry at Vicksburg and Grand 
Gulf, in the State of Mississippi, and supported 
the motion with some remarks, showing the im- 
portance and necessity of the amendment to the 
great and growing commercial interests of these 
two places. 

After some remarks from Mr. DAVIS, the mo- 

| tion was lost without a division, and the bill was 
| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
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THE BASTROP GRANT. 


The bill to provide for the legal adjudication and 
settlement of claims to lands derived from the 
grants to the Marquis Maison Rouge, Baron Ba- 
strop, and others, in Louisiana, and Elisha Wil- 
liams and Gabriel Winter, in Arkansas, was 
taken up; and after being amended, on motion of 
Mr. SEVIER, by inserting * the heirs and legal 
representatives of Carlos de Villemont,’’ the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


THE TARIFF 


The Senate then took up the bill to alter and 
amend the several acts imposing daties on imports, 
the question being on the motion of Mr. DAVIS 
to strike out from the list of articles to be made 
duty Tree ‘* common salt.”? 

After some remarks from Messrs. DAVIS and 
BENTON, the question was taken, and decided 
in the negative—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Kent, 
Knight, McKean, Nicholas, Robbins, Robinson, 
Southard, and Webster—15. 

NA YS— Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Brown ,Cuth- 
bert, Ewing of Illinois, Fulton, Hubbard, King 
of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, Lyon,Moore, 
Mouton, Niles, Norvell, Page, Parker, Prentiss, 
Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Swift, Tall- 
madge, Tipton, Walker, White, and Wright—2s. 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting among the duty-free articles, Indian blan- 
kets, (particularly described in the amendments,) 
and strouds, scarlet cloths, moleskins, and swan- 
skins, (coarse cloths used in the Indian trade. ) 

After a brief explanation from Mr. BENTON, 
this amendment was adopted. 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by re- 
ducing the duty on coal, from the 30th of Decem- 


| ber next, to one dollar per ton, and from and after 


the 30th of December, 1838, to sixty cents per 


ton; and supported the motion with an argument 
' of some length. 


Mr. BUCHANAN replied at length in oppo- 
sition to the motion; and 

After some remarks from Messrs. BENTON, 
NILES, WEBSTER, PRESTON, and BUCH- 
ANAN, Mr. CLAY moved that the Senate ad- 
journ; which motion was rejected—yeas 10, nays 
33; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Knight, Preston, Southard, 
Swift, and Tipton—10. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Brown, 
Buchanan,Calhoun,Cuthbert, Fulton, Hendricks, 
Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 
gia, Linn, Lyon, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Norvell, Page, Parker, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Tallmadge, Walker, 
Wall, Webster, White, and Wright—33. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Nixes’s 


| motion, and it was rejected—yeas 15, nays 20; as 
|| follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Brown, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Lyon, Niles, Page, Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, 
Strange, Tipton, and Walker—15. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Buchanan, 
Crittenden, Davis, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 


| Linn, McKean, Nicholas, Norvell, Parker, Pren- 


|| ss, Robinson, Southard, Tallmadge, Wall, Web- 


ER, was ordered to be engrossed fora third read- | 


ster, White, and Wright—20. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to strike out * bar- 
ley’’ from the list of free articles; which motion 
was agreed to—ayes 22, noes 15. 

Mr. KENT moved to strike out * cigars’? from 
the free articles; which motion was agreed to— 
yeas 21, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan,Calhoun, 


Crittenden, Davis, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 


Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Pren- 
tiss, Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Pom- 
linson, Webster, and White—21. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Norvell, Page, Parker, Rives, Ruggles, 
Sevier, Strange, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, and 
Wright—18. 

Mr. NILES moved to strike out ‘* common tin 
and japanned saddlery;’’ which was lost without 


\| a division. 
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Mr. KNIGHT moved to strike out ** palm leaf 
brooms;’’ which motion was lost without a divis- 


ion. 
Mr. KNIGHT moved to strike out * button 
moulds;’’ which was lost—ayes 16, noes 19. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to strike out ‘all 
spirits made from vinous materials.’’ 

Mr. WRIGHT opposed the motion; and on 
taking the question, it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Buchanan, Calhoun, Critten- 
den, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Morris, Prentiss, 
Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, Swift, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, and White—17. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Pulton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Page, 
Parker, Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Tall- 
madge, Walker, Wall, and Wright—21. 


Mr. KENT moved to strike out “all wines 
and,” leaving the word ‘ spirits,’’ &c. 

Mr. NORVELL asked what the object of the 
gentleman was in making the motion. 

Mr. KENT’S reply was totally inaudible to the 
reporter. 

r. SOUTHARD remarked that the duty on 
wines was a strong arm to be used against a 
powerful foreign nation with whom we had great 
commercial intercourse, to prevent her from im- 
posing unequal restrictions on our commerce. By 
repealing the duty, we should render ourselves 
powerless. 

Mr. NORVELL said, that when it should 
become necessary to use this strong arm against 
a powerful foreign nation, then it would be time 
enough; but until that necessity arose, he did not 
see the use of doing so. 

The question was taken on Mr. Kent’s motion; 
and it was lost—yeas 13, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Buchanan, Crittenden, Hen- 
dricks, Kent, Knight, Morris, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, and Tomlin- 
son—13. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Davis, Fulton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Linn, Lyon, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, 
Page, Parker, Preston, Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, 
Strange, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, Webster, 
White, and Wright—26. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the question was first taken on concurring with 
the amendment made in committee, striking out 
china ware, porcelain, &c., and decided in the 
negative—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 

EAS — Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Critten- 
den, Davis, Hendricks, Kent, Linn, Nicholas, 
Robbins, Robinson, Southard, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Wall, Webster, and White—18. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Lyon, Morris, Niles, Norvell, 
Page, Parker, Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, 
and Walker—19. 

The question came up on concurring with the 
amendment, on motion of Mr. Benron, inserting 
Indian blankets and Indian goods. 

Mr. BENTON and Mr. LINN advocated the 
adoption of the amendment, on the ground that 
the Indian must have what was called the Macki- 
naw blanket, manufactured in England, cost what 
it might, for it was strong and durable, and im- 
pervious to the weather, and a much better article 
than was manufactured in this country. 

Mr. NORVELL remarked that the duties on 
Mackinaw blankets had the effect of injuring 
those who were engaged in that trade, in hats, 
caps, &c., and those who wished to encourage 
them should be the first to be in favor of taking off 
the duty. He hoped the motion would prevail. 

The amendment was then concurred in—yeas 
23, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Falton, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Linn, Lyon, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, 
Page, Parker, Rives, Robinson, Ruggles, Sevier, 
Strange, Waiker, Wali, and White—23. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Critten- 
den, Davis, Hendricks, Knight, Robbins, South- 
ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Web- 
ster, and Wright—14. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment to strike 





siriking out. 











| recommitted to the former committee; which was | 
| agreed to. 


| and Mexico exhibits an unbraken succession of good feel- 


| affairs. But the committee believe that it has also sprung, 








out ** olive oil;’’ and the question was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Critten- | 


| den, Davis, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Linn, | 
| Nicholas, Norvell, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, 


Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, | 


| and White—19. 1 


|| belonging to the United States, the interposinon of which 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Lyon, Niles, Page, Parker, Rives, Rug- | 
gies, Sevier, Strange, Walker, and Wall—17. 

Mr. WEBSTER remarked that the duty on 
this article was but small, and was scarcely worth 


Mr. NORVELL said that the item was small, 


and he therefore hoped that the Senator from || shore, were seized and imprisoned, and the vessel prohib- 


| ited from entering the river. 


Massachusetts would be gratified in not having 
the article stricken out. 


Mr. KENT moved to strike out ‘‘ calomel, 


| quinine, and Epsom salts;’’ which was rejected. 


The question was then taken ordering the bill 
to a third reading; and was decided in the affirm- 
ative, as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Benton, Brown, Cuthbert, 
Fulton, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Linn, Lyon, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, 
Page, Parker, Rives, Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, | 
= : madge, Walker, Webster, White, and Wright 

NAYS—Messrs. Buchanan, Crittenden, Davis, 
Hendricks, Kent, Robbins, Robinson, Southard, | 
Swift, Tipton, and Wall—11. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 24, 1837. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, moved to discharge the Committee 


of the Whole from the further consideration of || 


the ** bill granting the right of way over the public | promised, as an atonement for the insult to the American 





lands to a compeey incorporated by Alabama to 
construct a railroad from the Tennessee river to 
Mobile bay, and to grant a certain quantity of 
land to said company;”’ and that the same be 


RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


sage of the President of the United States of the | 
8th of February, made the following report 
thereon: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred | 
the message of the President of the United States of the 
8th of February, relative to Mexico, have had the same 
under consideration, and respectfully offer the following 
report: 

The history of the relations between the United States 


on the part of the American Government, following out, in 
this as in Other respects, the disposition and wishes of the 
people. The first to recognize Mexico as an independent 
Power, the Government of the United States has been 
among the first in the unceasing manifestation of friend- | 
ship to this adjacent North American Government. 
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the limited powers which our Constitution bas intrusteq to 
that officer, must be taught that his complaints against jy 
jury and outrage do but speak, in anticipation, the Voice of 
the entire people of the country. 
It may be that, without reference to the limited powers 
of the President, the Government of Mexico has been en. 
couraged to persevere in its course of aggression by the 
general absence from its neighborhood of vessels of war 


might have been more effectual than a diplomatic note. 

To illustrate this position, the committee will select out 
of the many cases of serious and flagrant injury inflicted 
upon the commerce and rights of the United States py 
officers of the Mexican Republic, one of the very few in 
which that Government listened to our demand for satis. 
faction. 

On the 3d of May, 1836, the United States schooner Jeffer. 


|| son anchored off the port of ‘Tampico, direct from Pensa. 


cola, having been sent out by order of Commodore Dallas, 
Lieutenant Osborn and his boat’s crew, who went on 


A demand for satisfaction 
made by the American consul was haughtily refused. The 
Jefferson left the port, but communicated with the sloop of 
war Grampus, of eighteen guns, which came to off the bar - 
and on the following day there arrived another American 


|| corvette, and both anchored there. 


The commander of the Grampus directed a note to the 
principal of the port, informing him that by order of the 
chief of the division on the West India station, he had 
come to enter into a correspondence with him relative to 
the insult which be had inflicted on the American flag. A 


|| note followed from the foreign department of the Mexican 


Government to Mr. Ellis, requesting him to interpose his 
authority, and order the vessels to retire. Mr. Ellis very 
properly declined to do so. In a few days an official com- 


| munication apprised Mr. Ellis that the Mexican Govern- 
| ment had supplanted the officer in command at Tampico, 


‘*by substituting in his stead a chief wha, it flatters itself, 
‘will know how to preserve greater harmony with the 
‘agents and subjects of foreign nations ;”? and announced 
that “a summary investigation had been ordered to be in- 
* stituted, which by putting in its true light the conduct of 
‘Mr. Gomez, would apply to him the punishment he de- 
* served, if he should prove culpable, as well as to all others 


| who may have taken any part in the affair treated upon,” 


renewing the request that Mr. Ellis would then give his 
orders for the withdrawal of the squadron from before 
Tampico, which was done, and the vessels departed. The 


| committee would be pleased if they could stop here in the 





narrative, but they are compelled to remark that shortly 
afterwards, the individual whose punishment was thus 


flag, was recalled into service, and assigned to a command 
upon the coast, where his hostile feelings might again en- 
danger the security of American citizens or property. 
The effect of this open withdrawal of the apology yielded 
to the American Government was, as might have been an- 
ticipated, soon made to appear in fresh outrages upon some 
American citizens, who were entitled to have been treated 
with peculiar forbearance, not only because they were in 


| the employment of the American Government, but because 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on For- || 
eign Affairs, to which had been referred the mes- || 


they constituted a part of the crew of one of the national 
vessels, whose services on board might have been very 
essential. The arrest and imprisonment of eight of the 
seamen belonging to the sloop of war Natchez will not 
now be made the subject of comment, further than to re- 
mark that the prevention of the American consul from 
visiting them, whilst sick and in prison, from the 4th to the 
19th of November, waa an actof unpardonable inhumanity, 
and appears to have proceeded from the same officer whose 
fictitious punishment, but real promotion, had been offered 
as an atonement for a previous insult to the American flag. 

Looking through the catalogue of complaints which the 


| United States have to make against Mexico on their own 
x : { , || account, as the party whose dignity and honor are assailed, 
ings, and, as far as the occasion permitted, of kind offices || 


the committee are unable to perceive any proof of a desire 


| on the part of the Mexican Government to repair injury or 
satisfy honor. 


! 


The merchant vessels of the United States have been 
fired into, her citizens attacked, and even put to death, and 
her ships of war treated with disrespect when paying a 


Atan || friendly visit to a port where they had a right to expect 


early period of her struggle for independence, the ports of 1] hospitality. It was the inattention of the Mexican Gov- 


the United States were open to her flag, even at the hazard 


| of incurring responsibility for this act of impartial neu- 


| trality. || faires; for in his note of December 7, he says: ‘If those 


But the committee perceive, with profound regret, that | 
on the part of Mexico there has been along train of injuries | 


| to the property of American citizens, and insults to the | 


national flag, for which redress, though often promised, | 
has seldom been obtained. 
This omission has doubtless proceeded, in a great meas- | 


| ure, from the unsettled condition of the Mexican Govern- 


ment, the numerous and radical changes in which have 
prevented a fixed policy from being pursued in its foreign 


in part, from a knowledge of the form of our Government, 
and the limited powers of its executive branch. 
Cases might be mentioned in which a demand for re- 


dress, when made by nations whose Executive had the || 


power of declaring war, and consequently the subordinate 
power of giving large discretionary authority to its naval 
officers, has been promptly met when the consequences 
of refusal were uncertain. But our Constitution has 
wisely placed the war-making power in the legislative 
branch of the Government, and no severe measures are 
likely to be adopted towards any foreign Power unless 
upon much celiberation and repeated aggression. 1t would 
seem to follow from this, however, that in proportion to 
the slowness should be the firmness of the voice of the na- 
tion, when expressed through all the departments of its 
Government. 

Those nations which permit themselves to disregard the 


} 
} 





ernment to complaints of this description, that appears 
chiefly to have induced the return of the late chargé d’af- 


‘(the claims) that might be presented should be all ac- 
‘ knowledged as just, yet so long as the several cases of 
‘ unprovoked and inexcusable outrage inflicted on the offi- 
* cers and flag of his country, which have been heretofore 
‘submitted to the Mexican Executive, remained unsatis- 
‘factorily answered, he would have but one course to 
* pursue:’’ . 

It is possible that the claims for private property, which 
had recently been presented anew to their notice, may have 
attracted the serious attention of that Government ; but if 
a cordial disposition was felt to adjust them, it is not easy 
to imagine why those cases, where a decree of the Mexican 
authorities had been for a long time passed for their pay- 
ment, and a portion actually paid, were not fully satisfied. 
The committee are willing to hope, however, that the 
manifestation of serious discontent on the part of the 
United States, by the withdrawal of their official repre- 
sentative, will induce the Mexican Government to engage 
in the active investigation of all the grounds of complaint 
pressed upon them for many years past. They fully concur 
with the President that ample cause exists for taking re- 
dress into our own hands, and believe that we should be 
justified, in the opinion of other nations, for taking such a 
step. But they are willing to try the experiment of another 
demand, made in the most solemn form upon the justice of 
the Mexican Government, before any further proceedings 


\| are adopted. It is their opinion that a diplomatic func- 
remonstrances of the President, when conveyed through i 


tionary of the highest grade should be appointed to bear 


agents appointed by him, and rely for their security upon || this last appeal, whose rank would indicate at once te 
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importance of his mission, and the respect in which the | involved with thatof Mexico. Mr. H. was will- 


Government to which he is accredited is held; for notwith- 
tanding the causeless ill feeling which appears to prevail 
i Mexico towards the Government and people of the 


| 


United States, the latter will continue as long as possible | 


to treat with respect their ancient, though now estranged 
friend. 


to the House the following resolutions: 


In conclusion, the committee respectfully submit 


Resolved, That the indignities offered to the American 


flag, and injuries committed upon the persons and property 
of American citizens by officers of the Mexican Govern- 
ment, and the refusal or neglect of that Government to 
make suitable atonement, would justify the Congress of 


the United States in taking measures to obtain immediate | 


redress by the exercise of its own power. , 

Resolved, That as an evidence of the desire of the 
American Government to preserve peaceful relations with 
the Government of Mexico, as long as the same may be 
compatible with that dignity which it is due to the people 
of the United States to preserve unimpaired, the President 
he, and is hereby, respecttully requested to make another 
solemn demand, in the most impressive form, upon the 
Government of Mexico, for redress of the grievances 
which have heretofore been ineffectually presented to its 
notice. 


The report having been read, 


Mr. HOWARD said it was the desire of the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs that the House 
should have an opportunity of voting on the two 
resolutions with which the above report concluded, 
and he wished to move the postponement of their 


consideration to a certain day, if that could be | 


done without their losing their priority. He 
sroposed therefore, with the concurrence of the 

ouse, that, in a day or two, by the time the report 
andresolutions could be printed, the subject should 
be taken up; and he hoped it would meet the con- 
currence of the House to make them the special 
order for some day, for in no other way could the 
House be secure that they would be taken up at 


all. 

Mr. H. did not believe (he added) that much, 
ifany difference of opinion would be found to pre- 
vailin the House upon the ultimate adoption of 
these resolutions; but whatever the opinion of the 
House might be, it was proper that it should be 
expressed, for it was a matter peculiarly demand- 
ingthatexpression. The time of the session being 
so very short, he reiterated the hope that the sub- 
ject would be made the special order for some day 
close at hand, but yet distant enough to allow time 
forthem and the report to be printed. 

Mr. H. would name Tuesday next, if by that 
motion he could secure their coming up as the first 
business in the morning, and he inquired of the 
Chair if that motion would secure his object. 


The CHAIR stated that if it were under the 





special order for Tuesday, it would not come up | 


during the morning hour. The gentleman, how- 
ever, could attain his object by a simple motion to 
postpone the subject till Tuesday, when it would 
come up on that day, the first business as soon as 


the Journal was read, unless some other report || 


made in the mean time should intervene. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG remarked that it must 
be evident to every gentleman that a debate on the 
subject of Texas would necessarily come up on 
the civil and diplomatic bill, where an amendment 
would be proposed for a salary and an outfit for 
aminister to that country. It was also Mr. C.’s 
intention, with the assent of the House, on dis- 
posing of the two other bills, to call up that bill, 
and he therefore hoped gentlemen would postpone 
the discussion of this subject till then. Let them 
go on with the public business in the mean time, 
for they all knew that on the last day of the ses- 
sion they could do nothing in the way of original 
action on bills under the orders of the House. 

With regard to the resolutions of the gentleman 
from Maryland, it was no doubt intended, and it 
was desirable, to get as much unanimity upon 
them as possible, and he therefore trusted the 
debate would be confined, in the first instance at 
least, to the proposed amendment to the appro- 
priation bill. These resolutions might be left to 
the last day of the session, when they would be 
taken up as a matter of course. 

Mr. HOWARD, in reply, reminded the gentle- 
man that these resolutions had no connection what- 
ever with the affairs of Texas, and he hoped they 
would not be drawn into conjunction with that 
subject at all. They had been kept disconnected 
by the committee, nor was even the word Texas 
once mentioned in the report; but our grievances 
upon Mexico were pinned wpon other and distinct 
grounds; and whenever the resolutions came up, 
he trusted that the subject of Texas would not be 


| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


| 


ing to adopt any course that might be deemed 
most convenient by the House, and he would 
therefore move to make the subject the special 


| order of the day for Tuesday next. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG rejoined. The House 


had Friday, (this day,) Saturday, Monday, and 


Tuesday, which was ail the time left for the pas- | 


sage of the appropriation bills; and under these 
circumstances, he thought the gentleman ought 
not to press his motion, or to desire its adoption. 
On Tuesday night at twelve o’clock they would 
be precluded from sending any bills from the 
House to the Senate, and they had, consequently, 
but four days remaining to dispose of the whole 
of the public business, including all the appropria- 
tion billa. 
obliged to set aside ail the private business, to 
consider that of a public character. He earnestly 


hoped nothing would interpose between the neces- 


sary and indispensable business of the country. 
After some conversation between the CHAIR 


‘and Mr. HOWARD, on the effect of his other 


motion, Mr. H. moved that the report be printed, 
and, with the resolutions, lie on the Speaker’s table 
as an unfinished report. 


Even to-day and to-morrow they were | 


Mr. ROBERTSON said he would not under-| 


take to say that there was any manner of connec- 
tion between the proposed course of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in regard to that of 
Mexico and that which related to our connection 
with Texas; but he had the honor, some days 
ago, to lay on the table a resolution calling for. 
information from the Executive Department of 
any communications that may have passed be- 
tween the President of the United States and Gen- 


| eralSantaAnna. Now, Mr. R.didapprehend that 


ii might be of great importance to the Congress 
of the United States, the war-making power, to 
know, if anything had transpired, what had trans- 
pired between the President of the United States 


and should remain so, in gratitude for his ne 
tion by the President of the United States, might 


be disposed to render the most perfect justice in 


| and the constituted authority, as he (Mr. R.) pre- | 
| sumed he was, of the Mexican Republic. They did 
| not know but that General Santa Anna, if he were 
really at the head of the Mexican Government, 


regard to the grievances against that country; and | 
| if he succeeded, as seemed probable, in again 
| attaining the office of Executive of Mexico, he 
| might indulge the reasonable expectation that the | 


friendly relations between thetwocountries would 
be amicably restored, and our grievances fully 
redressed. With that view, Mr. R. appealed to 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to know from him if they might hope to 
receive any communication of what had transpired, 


if anything had transpired, between General Santa | 


Anna and the President of the United States. 


Such a communication might have a very import- | 
ant bearing upon the subject then before the | 


House, and he thought it would. 
to the report and resolutions before the House, he 
had no objection to consider them at as early a 


| day as the chairman of the Committee on Foreign | 


| 


| 
| 


| 
i 
j 


Relations, or the House, might desire, but he 
asked that they might first be put in possession of 
the information called for by his resolution, of any 
communications, if any there had been, between 


With reference || 


the Executive of the United States and General |, 


Santa Anna. 
Mr. R. would make one other remark. Many 
of the complaints against the Mexican Govern- 


| ment had originated under the adininistration of 


General Santa Anna, at least, so he apprehended; 


and there was thence greater reason to hope that | 
our relations with Mexico might continue to re- | 


main pacific. 

Mr. HOWARD did not wish the House to 
engage in a lengtgy debate, and he therefore 
moved to postpone ) 
report and resolution till to-morrow; which was 
agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
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Ata subsequent stage of the proceedings, Mr. 
INGERSOLL reported the bill back with an 
amendment, ‘ suspending”? the proviso referred 
to, instead of *repealing”’ it; and the amendment 
having been concurred in, the bill was passed. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back to the House the har- 
bor bill, with sundry amendments; which was 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to suspend the opera- 
tion of the second proviso of the third section of 
the act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year 1535; which, on his motion, was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported Senate bill, without amendment, 
for the relief of George W. Brant, a Cherokee 
Indian; which was committed. 


_Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, 
Senate bill for the relief of Captain Samuel War- 
ren; which was committed. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, reported, with sundry amendments, a 
bill from the Senate entitled ** An act to amend an 


| act respecting the judicial system of the United 


States;”’? which was committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of John H. Smith; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of L. Bissell, William Shaw, Con- 
rad House, David Wilkinson, and James Wilkin- 
son; which were severally ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Also, on the petition of Thomas Beall, fora horse 
lost in the service of the United States; which was 


| ordered to lie on the table, 


Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revoiu- 
tionary Pensions, reported unfavorably on the 
petitions of Edward Kearney and Andrew Cole; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the same 
committee, to which this subject had been referred, 
reported the following resolutions; which were 
concurred in: 

** Resolved, That the Committee of Claims’ be 
discharged from the further consideration of so 
much of the claim of Meshach Hale as relates to 
the loss of a horse, and that the same be referred 
to the Third Auditor for settlement under existing 
laws. 

** Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideratien of so much 
of the claim as relates to the loss of a gun; and 
that the same be laid on the table.’’ 


Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, asked that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
oo of Nathaniel Bird, and that the same do 
ie upon the table; which was agreed to. 


Mr. CHAPIN offered the following resolution; 


| which was read by the Clerk: 


** Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to report a bill with suitable provis- 
ions to prohibit the inhabitants of the District of 
Columbia, and al! others within the jurisdiction of 
the said District, under adequate penalties, from 


|| carrying about their persons concealed and deadly 
| weapons.”’ 


¥. further consideration of the | 


| 


Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of || 


Ways and Means, moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the Senate bill, entitled ‘* And act to repeal 
a certain proviso to alter and amend the several 
acts imposing duties on imports, a 


July, 1832;” which was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG objected to the consid- 
eration of the resolution, because the whole day 
would be consumed in debate upon it, and the 
House could not now spare the time for the dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CHAPIN said he did not wish to debate 


| the resolution; he merely wanted a distinct expres- 
sion of the sense of the House upon the subject- 


matter without debate. He therefore moved a 


suspension of the rules, in order to consider the 


pproved 14th |) reso! 


ution. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said that debate could 
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not be avoided if the resolution came before the | the subject under consideration, had agreed that \\ States, and, under the existing laws, not entitled 


House. 

Mr. INGHAM called for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion; which were not ordered. 

The question being taken, the House refused to 
suspend the rules, it requiring a vote of two thirds. 


|| the claim should lie over for some time, so that || to pay, but authorized to be paid by an act of the 
there might be an opportunity of laying before | Legislature of the State of Georgia, passed 26:) 
them the necessary evidence in the case; the paper | December, 1836, provided that good and sufficient 
discharging the troops might perhaps yet be found, || evidence be furnished the War Department that 
and then the claim would come before the House | 








So the resolution was not considered. | properly authenticated. 


THE LAND BILL. | Mr. BELL went into an explanation of the 


Mr. VINTON laid on the table an amendment | 
to the land bill, which he gave notice that he would 
move when that bill came up for consideration; 
and the same was ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDS ON THE CREEK INDIANS. 

Mr. OWENS, on leave, offered the following | 
resolution: 

** Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be requested to communicate to this Louse, at the 
next session of Congress, all papers and docu- 
ments, and all and every matter connected with 
the frauds alleged to have been committed upon 
the Creek Indians, in the sale and purchase of | 
their lands; and more particularly, the evidence | 
on the subject collected by the commissioners ap- | 
pointed by him to examine = — on <- ae senaeimemammniadenela 
as, also, the circumstances and facts attending the cpa 
sale of lands by the Creek Indians to certain in- | Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to amend the 
dividuals in Georgia, Alabama, and elsewhere, | 
alleged to have been made by, and under, the au- | PPPS : ; 
thority or sanction of General Jesup of the United | militia of the United States; which was agreed to. 
States army.” 

Mr. CHAPMAN proposed the following | ; 
amendment, ‘‘ and also in relation to reservations | Panles of Tennessee volunteers who had equipped 
allotted to Indian heads of families who have died | themselves, and rendezvoused at Athens, in the 
since their location.” State of Tennessee, for the purpose of going 

Mr. OWENS accepted the amendment as a |, *lnst the Seminoles in Florida. 
modification of his resolution; and, so modified, || 
the resolution was considered and agreed to. : : : : 

a this claim. 
r. 


RESOLUTIONS FROM STATES. AMBRELENG implored of gentlemen 
Mr. BOON, on leave, presented certain joint | not to introduce new claims at this late Stage of 
resolutions of the Legislature of Indiana, pro- | the session, as it would take all the time of the ses- 
osing amendments to the Constitution of the | sion to get through with those claims which had 
nited States; which were laid on the table, and | come regularly into the House through commit- 
ordered to be printed. tees. 
Mr. ADAMS, on leave, presented certain reso-|_ The amendment was then disagreed to. 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Massa- | 
chusetts, on the subject of a reduction of the reve- | 
nue. 


sure, discharged, but they were afterwards called 
into service and served out their full term of 
twelve months, and consequently were entitled 
to pay. 


endless class of claims, which would be pressed 


means there might be a large number of claims of 


before Congress. 


some length, and urged upon the House the neces- 


lowing to those troops of Tennessee, who had 
_ turned out under therequisition of General Gaines, 
SENATE BILLS. 


Mr. MERCER moved that the House take up | tered into the service of the United States, and 


the Senate bills on the Speaker’s table for com- || ee by Mr. DUNLAP, the 
mitment; which was agreed to. | . ’ 


amendment was disagreed to. 
SALES OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. Mr. TOUCEY moved an amendment appro- 
The Senate bill to prohibit the sales of the pub- 


|| priating $100,000 for the payment of the Connec- 
lic lands except to actual settlers, and in limited || “CU militia, called into the service during the last 
quantities, being read the first time, | war, in the following cases: First, those called out 

Mr. GHOLSON moved that the bill be passed | to repel actual invasion; secondly, those called 
over, so that it might remain in its present situa- | out under State authority, and afterwards received 
tion on the Speaker’s table. | into the service of the United States; and, thirdly, 

After various suggestions by Messrs. MER. | Where they were called out under the requisition 
CER, HARDIN, SUTHERLAND BELL and || oe ms eM a United States, or any other 

1 : >. | Officer of the United States. 
Lana SoeRe SE GEG | After a few remarks by Messrs. TOUCEY and 

Mr. MERCER moved a reconsideration of his | CAMBRELENG, gg amendment was disagreed 
motion; which was agreed to, and the bill was || eT wear he ” offered d 
permitted to remain on the Speaker’s table, in the |, lees AOS, CENUUS OR LileEEmEN, ap 
game situation in which it had been before. propriating $30,000 for the payment of the North 

Carolina militia in similar cases with the above 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. |} amendment. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House || After a few remarks by Messrs. TOUCEY 
went into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Smiru in |, and WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, the amendment 
the chair,) on the amendments of the Senate to ‘‘the |, was disagreed to. 
bill making appropriations for the support of the || 
Army for the year 1837.” | propriating $15,000 for one month’s pay to the 

The amendment pending was an amendment of |, Alabama volunteers, called out under the requisi- 
Mr. Peyron, making an appropriation of $150,000 || tion of General Scott, but were not mustered into 
for arrears of pay due to the Tennessee volunteers, | service owing to the neglect of the United States 
raised on the 10th of December, 1812, and dis- || officers. 
charged on the 10th of December, 1813. || After a few remarks by M@ LAWLER, the 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed the hope that || amendment was rejected. 
the gentleman from Tennessee might not press this || Mr. OWENS then proposed as an amendment, 
amendment at the present time, when they had | that the sum of $20,000 be appropriated to reim- 


but a few days left to get through with the annual | burse the State of Georgia for moneys a | b 
yment for | 


appropriation bills, but that he would leave it for | or to be expended, by said State, in 
the consideration of Congress when it should have || the services of volunteers in the Creek and Semi- 
more time to make inquiries into the subject. || nole wars, for losses sustained by them, and medi- 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, concurred in || cal attendance furnished them during said service, 
opinion with the gentleman from New York. He || or in going to and returning from the place of 
thought they ought to have more time to consider | rendezvous, the said volunteers not having been 
thisclaim. The Committee of Claims, having had || regularly mustered into the Army of the United 





Mr. STANDEFER then moved an amendment | 
of $15,000 for one month’s pay to the fifteen com- | 


claim at some length. The troops were, to be | 





y 
| Mr. MERCER disapproved of this claim en- || 
tirely, and contended, that if the principle in this || House; he proposed the amendment from a sense 
claim was admitted, it would open the door to an || of duty; and to satisfy the services of a most 


| 


militia, called out during the last war, brought || sation. 


the said volunteers, in said act designated, have 
been paid by the said State in conformity with itg 
| provisions. 

Mr. OWENS said he concurred with the chair. 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 
[Mr. CamBrecena,] that at this late period of the 
session nothing should be done to prevent the 
progrese of the bill. Mr. O. did not wish to em. 

rrass its passage, or to consume the time of the 


meritorious class of citizens who were volunteers, 


upon Congress from year to year. The same || and engaged in the service of the country, and 
principle would apply to the regulararmy, to vol- | who performed actualservices during the Seminole 
unteers and militia, who might be discharged || and 
before their term of service expired, and by this || theservice of the United States,and, consequently, 


reek wars, but who were not mustered into 


under the existing laws, not entitled to compen- 
There is no member of the House who 


|| will not readily agree that volunteers of this de. 


Senate’s amendment, by adding a clause appro- | 
priating $100,000 for arming and equipping the | 


Mr. STANDEFER advocated this claim at || 





j 





| 


| 


i 
} 


Mr. LAWLER proposed an amendment ap- || 





Mr. BELL made a few remarks, when the | scription, and who performed actual and import. 


ant services, at a period when the savages were 
| carrying on their customary barbarous and exter- 
| minating warfare, should not be permitted to sus- 
tain the losses incurred, and receive no compen- 
sation. Most of the amendments which have 
preceded that offered by him (Mr. O.) are distinct, 
and have not the claims to justice upon which his 
was founded. The volunteers contemplated by 
them are those only who marched to the place 
of rendezvous, or who were on their way to the 
— of rendezvous, and returned home, not 

aving been engaged or been partaking in the strife, 


|| but the volunteers who have fought with gallan- 


| try, and displayed a devotion to the interests of 
their country that not only entitles them to the 
| poor compensation of soldiers, but the eternal 


] gratitude of the inhabitants of that portion of the 


country afflicted by the savage inroads of the 
enemy, but that of the republic at large. The 
Legislature of Georgia, taking a just and politic 
view of the subject, and knowing that these vol- 


Mr. DUNLAP then moved an amendment al- | unteers were persons the least able to bear the loss 


incurred by removal from their occupations and 
homes, and considering them fully entitled to 


_ the same sum as those troops who had been mus- | compensation, have passed an act recognizing 


| their claims, and made provision for their pay- 
/ment. The sums so paid, or to be paid, by the 
State, the object of the amendment is to have 
reimbursed by the Government. A claim so just 
| and meritorious in its character, he (Mr. 0.) can- 
| not permit himself to doubt the House will con- 


|| sider its duty, as well as its pleasure, to satisfy; 
| to refuse it, would not only be unjust to the State, 
| but contrary to the plainest dictates of national 


| policy. It would be saying to the citizen, when- 


| ever in a case of alarm, in hostile aggression, he 


rushes to the defense of his country, or to the 
protection of his neighbors, unless he has the 
| authority of the Government, unless he is mus- 
tered into the service of the United States—no 
matter what may be the services performed or the 
| public benefit attained—he is to be told he acted 
/upon his own responsibility, and is therefore not 


|| entitled to the consideration of Congress—that he 


| only did his duty as a citizen. If the House ad- 
| dress this language to those gallant citizens, who 
| are not only willing, but able, to defend the coun- 


|| try, the consequence will be that none but those 


| who are compelled, or forced by law, will be found 
to march in defense of their fellow-citizens, when 
| hostile aggressions are made on their persons or 
property. It would seem to him (Mr. 0.) to be 
| the interest as well as the paramount duty of the 
| House to give encouragement to thecitizen at the 
first warning, at the first summons of hostilities, 
to place himself in an attitude of defense, and to 
be ready to repel aggression. Encourage their 


'| ardor—add fuel to their patriotism—but do not, 


by a misplaced and ill judged economy, repress 


oth. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had the same 
objection to this amendment that he had to all the 
Sbeew It had not been examined and reported 
upon by a committee of the House. 

Mr. ALFORD made an earnest appeal to the 





House in support of this amendment, and drew a 
glowing picture of the sufferings of the citizens on 


i ae ee ee eee eee 








of Georgia had, with.a noble liberality, paid the 
yolunteers who had rallied to the protection of the 
frontier inhabitants, and it was but right and 


proper she should be reimbursed for this expendi- | 


After some further remarks by Mr. WHIT- 


TLESEY, the amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr. LOVE submitted an amendment, making 
it the duty of the Secretary of War to cause the 

ensioners of the United States to be paid at such 
ension agencies as the pensioners themselves 
might designate. 

Mr. L. said there would be no necessity for 
this amendment if the officers of the Government 
would do their duty; but as they would not do this 
it was the duty of Congress to make them do it. 
He then went on at some length to point out abuses 
existing in the State of New York in relation to 
the payment of pensioners. The pensioners for- 
merly were paid at the city of New York, but the 
agency had been removed to Albany, for what pur- 

ose Mr. L. did not know, unless for the benefit 
of a bank at that place, in which partisans of the 
Administration were large stockholders, which put 

ensioners to considerable expense; whereas, at 
the city of New York, those pensioners in the 
remote parts of the State could receive their pay 
free of expense, through their merchants, who 
regularly visited New York. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG aaid if they went on at 
this rate there was no telling where they would 
end. If his colleague had been as anxious to get 


| dred miles on the British frontier. 


his alleged abuse corrected as he was to make a. 


speech, he would have brought this measure before 
the Committee on Pensions and had it properly 
brought before the House. He considered that 
they were more accountable for the speeches they 
made at this late hour of the session than for any- 
thing else, and he hoped gentlemen would not 
now be pressing upon the committee their new 
claims. 

Mr. TURRILL replied to his colleague, [Mr. 


Love,] and vindicated the Secretary of War from 


the imputation cast upon him by that gentleman. 


Every gentleman who knew the Secretary of War | 


ad interim, knew that he never could be operated 
upon by any but pure and patriotic motives; and 
the insinuations cast out by the gentleman, that 


this pension agency had been changed for political — 


purposes, was gratuitous. 

After some remarks by Messrs. WARDW ELL 
and LOVE, the amendment was rejected—ayes 
38, noes 98. 


ae frontiers of Georgia and Alabama. The State 


The amendment of the Senate, as amended, | 


was then concurred in, and the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The committee then, on motion of Mr. CAM- 
BRELENG, took up the “ bill making appropri- 
ations for certain fortifications of the United Siates, 
for the year 1837.” 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, after a few words of 
explanation, moved to strike out from the bill the 
following clause: 

‘For incidental expenses attending repairs of 
‘fortifications, and for the purchase of additional 
‘land in their neighborhood, $100,000;” which was 
agreed to. 


tional items; as follows: 











of the Connecticut river, was adopted, as above 
stated. 

After a few words by Messrs. PARKS, MER- 
CER, CAMBRELENG, INGHAM, and VAN- 
DERPOEL, 

The hour of three o’clock having arrived, the 
House took a recess, in pursuance of the order 
of yesterday, until half past four o’clock. . 
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House. The first branch, being for an old work, 
came properly within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, but this did not apply 
to the item for the mouth of Connecticut river. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to without 
a division. 


Mr. JARVIS nioved a reconsideration of the 


| vote by which the amendment of Mr. Parks, ap- 
| propriating $50,000 for fortifications at the mouth 


Pursuant to the order adopted on Thursday, | 


the House resumed its session at half past four 
o’clock, p. m., and again went into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Situ in the chair,) and proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the ** fortification bill.’’ 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 


Parks to reconsider the vote by which an item of 


appropriation for the fortifications at New Lon- 
don and at the mouth of the Connecticut river, in 
the State of Connecticut, was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKS went on to demonstrate the su- 
perior claims of the mouth of the Penobscot to 
the Connecticut river, recommended, as it had 
been, by the War Department, and by the pe- 
culiar vicinity of the State of Maine to a foreign 
country, bounded only by a line of one hundred 


of Penobscot river, was rejected, but the motion 
did not prevail—yeas 67, nays 76. 

Mr. BELL then said that he had no wish to 
delay any of the other appropriation bills the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means might 
desire to pass through the committee this evening; 
but he thought this the most proper bill, under ail 
circumstances, to submit a motion which might, 
or might not, cause some discussion. He had 
hoped this bill would have been the last taken up, 


| as he considered itthe one of the least importance 


| to have been overlooked. 


| 


and forty miles by the Union, but by five hun- | 


He adverted 
to several incidents during the late war, wherein 
the exposed situation of that point was made 
evident, and its importance proved, to show that 
there was no spot upon the whole Atlantic coast 


that more required an expenditure than that did— | 
quoting the opinion of Commodore Morris to that | 


fact, and referring to the bill reported some ses- 


sions since to the Senate of the United States, | 


and lost in the House only because it could not 
be reached. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, had voted for | 
the appropriation for New London, and gave his || 
He insisted that the cases || 


reasons for doing so. 
of Portland and New London were not analo- 
gous. The latter was an old work, but not even 
the ground was broken for the former. In refer- 
ence to New London there ought to be no ques- 
tion, nor could any appropriation be made of so 
much importance to so many interests as for that 
oint. 


| some further remarks, Mr. B. 





been hitherto done for the State of Connecticut up | 


to this time. There had been appropriated for 


wards of $16,000,000, out of which there had been | 


expended for fortifications in that State the small 
sum of only $79,000, from the foundation of Gov- 
ernment to the present time. 
pended more in defending our commerce from the 


fense by the General Government, and that money 


|| had never yet been returned. The importance of 


been again and again recommended by the Com- 


| mittee on eens the engineers of the 


United States, the War Department itself, and now 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. He had 
no objection to the proposed amend ment of the gen- 


| tleman from Maine, but surely the failure of his 


‘For fortifications at New London harbor, | 


Connecticut river, $50,000. 
ticut river, $40,000.” 


Mr. DUNLAP, opposed the amendment, and | 


Mr. INGHAM and Mr. HALEY supported it, | as the key almost to New England. 


when it was agreed to. 

Mr. YELL moved an amendment appropriating 
$50,000 for the completion of new fortifications on 
the frontier of Arkansas, in addition to the money 
already appropriated; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKS moved an amendment, appropria- 


ting $50,000 for a fortification at the mouth of the | 


river Penobscot. 


After some remarks by Messrs. PARKS, and | 
HALL of Vermont, the amendment was disagreed | 


to—ayes 59, noes 66. 
Mr. PARKS then moved to reconsider the vote 


for fortifications at New London an 


the mouth | 





|| success presented no good reason for defeating an 


Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved two addi- | 


object against which nothing could be said. 
Mr. GRENNELL went into an exposé of the 


_importance this place had always been held in 


i} 
| 





river |, from its earliest foundation, as far back as the 
‘* For fortifications at the mouth of the Connec- | 


year 1635, down to the Revolution. It was the 
second port built by the British settlers on this 
continent, and had always been cherished by them 
What had 
been suffered during the late war in consequence 
of the neglect at the mouth of the Connecticut 
river? Twenty vessels destroyed at one time, 
with an Tmmense amount of property, all for want 
of proper fortifications. 

Mr. McKAY was opposed to the appropriation 
for the mouth of Connec'icut river, because no sur- 
vey had been made for that purpose. He sug- 
gested that when the bill came into the House, 
that part of the amendment be disagreed to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG agreed with the gentle- 


‘| man from North Carolina, hoping the whole 
by which the amendment, making appropriations | 


amendment would not be reconsidered, but strike 
out the latter branch of the amendment in the 


It was in evidence | 
that that State, in the last war, had herself ex- || 
|| 


British, than the whole sum expended in her de- | 


| 
| 





of all the others. 

Mr. B. would, in the outset, call the attention 
of the committee to some few facts which appeared 
He then went into a 
statement showing the large increase of appropria- 
tions for this branch of the service over those of 
former years, and that the amount on hand was 
seven or eight hundred thousand, ora million of 
dollars, besides what was appropriated in this bill, 
for the identical objects embraced in it. After 
submitted hia 

amendment, as follows: 

‘* Be it enacted, That the money which shall be 
in the Treasury of the United States on the Ist 
| day of January, 1838, reserving a sum of five 
millions of dollars, shall be deposited with the 
several States, on the terms of the 13th, 14th, and 
15th provisions of the act regulating the deposits 
of the public money, approved the 23d of June, 

1836.” 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, in answer to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
| Bet,] in relation to the excess of appropriations 

in the Treasury, said he had only to remark that 
| there was a great deal of deception in relation to 
| those appregeneees because, although the money 
| was in the Treasury, in most cases the works for 


|| which it was appropriated were already under 
|, contract. 


Mr. TOUCEY adverted to the little that had || 


The Committee of Ways and Means 
were at one time of opinion with the gentleman 
from Tennessee. They knowing that there were 


|| large amounts of money on hand in the Treasury, 
fortifications altogether, up to the year 1833, up- | 


made inquiries at the proper departments, and 
ascertained that, although there was a surplus on 
hand at present, yet the probability was that the 
appropriations would fall short during the ensuing 
year. 

Mr. C, then sent to the Clerk’s table a report 
from the engineer department, showing the ob- 
jects for which the appropriations were required, 
which showed that all the appropriations proposed 


| in the bill would be needed during the ensuing 
| the points proposed was unquestionable, and had | 


ear. 
, Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, advo- 
| cated the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee, on the ground of its recognizing a system 
of permanent distribution, froni which he (Mr. 
W_.) could see no possible evil that could result. 
Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, said, that having 
voted for the deposit act of the last session, and 
| intending to vote against the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, he felt it due 
| to himself briefly to state the reasons which would 
| induce him to vote as he now intended to do. He 
| said that he felt no regret for the vote which he 
| gave for the deposit act of the last session; he 
| not only felt no regret, but was well satisfied that 
_ the vote was right and proper; such a one as, 
| under like circumstances, he would give again. 
| When the deposit act passed there was a large 
| actually existing surplus in the Treasury, which, 
| upon every reasonable data of calculation would, 
| by the close of the year, amount to about furty 
millions of dollars, and which had since been as- 
certained to be $42,000,000. Upon every reason- 
able basis of estimate, theaccruing revenue, down 


‘/ more, than what onght to be the actual wants and 


expenditures of the Government. In this state of 
things this immense amount of revenue would, 
without some disposition of it, remain unemployed 
in the hands of the Federal Government, or be 


to the year 1842, would be equal, and perhaps 
| 


Haig 5 Mie 8 
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employed by the deposit bank for their individual 
profit. He said he need not gay that he thought 
It too dangerous to permit such an immense 
amount of unappropriated money to remain for 
so long a time in the hands of the Government 
unemployed for any public purpose; that he would 
not trust this Government with such immense 
means of patronage and corruption, be it admin- 
istered by whom it might. There is nothing so 
dangerous in its employment, or corrupting in its 
use, a8 money; and he did not regard any Gov- 
ernment go inflexible in its virtue, or so far above 
the reach of temptation, as to trast it unnecessarily 
with means of so extraordinary and dangerous 
temptation. 

r. G. was clearly convinced of the propriety 
of this sentiment from the fact that this Govern- 
ment—not the Executive administration, but the 
Government—was daily making rapid advances in 
the exercise of powers and the increase of ex- 
penditure and patronage not warranted by the 
Constitution, and dangerous to the rights of the 
States and the liberties of the people. In appro- 
yriations which were daily sought for bays, har- 

ors, roads, canals, and other like objects, many 
of them of a trivial and unimportant character, 
were indicated a continued increase of the expend- 
itures of this Government, and consequently the 
enlargement of its sphere of patronage, of a most 
fearful character; indications which, he candidly 
acknowledged, were at war with those principles 
of economy and simplicity which should pater be 
lost sight of in the administration of this Govern- 
ment. He begged every gentleman to look at the 
progress of expenditure and the indications of the 
future, from bills now pending, and be admon- 
ished of the necessity of a more vigilant watch- 
fulness over the taxing and appropriating power 
of this Government. 

Mr. G. was unwilling to leave this immense 
amount of money, improperly and unnecessarily 
collected from the tax-paying part of the commu- 
nity, in the possession of the deposit banks, to 
strengihen their means of speculation—always of 
a demoralizing tendency—and improve their prof- 
ite at the expense of the people—profits which 
would annually exceed two millions of dollars. 
Between these two alternatives and that of a de- 
posit in the State treasuries a choice was to be 
made. Either choice was an evil, and the choice 
was between evils. He voted to place the funds 
in the State treasuries because, in doing so, he 
voted to take this immense means of temptation 
to prodigal and extravagant expenditures of cor- 
rupting tendency from this Government, and took 
from the banks the means of extended specula- 
tions and enormous profits on money not belong- 
ing to them, but properly belonging to the people, 
and placed the surplus revenue where its profits 
could be employed by the State governments for 
the benefit of the people, from whom it had been 
unconstitutionally drawn. The surplus was then 
an actual, existing evil, tangible in form and shape, 
produced by accidental, uncontrollable circum- 
stances. For this evil a remedy was necessary; 
the remedy which was applied, although an ad- 
mitted evil, was the least which could be applied 
to such a dangerous disease. 

Mr. G. would remark one thing—that among 
ail the objections which had been urged to that 
measure, from whatever source they came, none 
had recommended a better remedy for the existing 
evil. Mr. G. said that the reasons which had in- 
duced him to vote for the bill of the last session 
did not now exist. Then, there was an actual, 
existing surplus; now, there was none; the amend- 
ment proposed was in anticipation of a surplus. 


step until the evil actually existed to render it 
necessary; he would not anticipate it, for he hoped 
and believed it would not exist, and the adoption 
of this amendment might prevent the reduction of 
the tariff, the proper remedy fora surplus. He 
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| be more, which will, taking these estimates to be 
| true, leave a deficit to be drawn from the deposits 
with the States; but admitting the estimate to be 
_ too low as to the receipts from the public lands, 
and that they will equal the last year’s sales, then, 
under any circumstances, the surplus will not 
exceed $8,000,000. 


In addition to this, (he said,) | 
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dt was proper to remark that large appropriations | 
might yet be required to suppress Indian hostilities, 


and if he did not mistake the signs of the times, 


large appropriations might be necessary to meet | 
a conflict of a far more formidable and expensive | 
character than any which we have had with the | 


Indian tribes. 
other, he said, he should vote against this amend- 
ment. 


For these reasons, if he had no | 


Mr. G. said that, when he voted for the deposit | 
act of the last session, he voted for it as being | 


what it professed to be, a mere deposit act, and not 


a distribution act in disguise, as it had been fre- | 
quently characterized; nor did he intend to adopt | 


the principles of that bill as a system; for if the de- 


posit principle is to be adopted as a system, he | 
would prefer the constitutional principle proposed | 
by a distinguished Senator from South Carolina | 


as more just and more equal in its operation. 


| the distribution principle; it was corrupting in its 
operations and dangerous in its tendencies. 


If the system be adopted, there can be no doubt | 
that, under our indirect and insidious system of | 
taxation, the State governments would ultimately | 


look to this Government for the means of con- 
ducting their domestic works, and sustaining their 
domestic institutions; that they would make dili- 


gent and active search for every possible subject | 
of expenditure, until finally the people and the | 


State governments would cease to watch the pe- 
cuniary operations of the Federal Government 


with their accustomed vigilance, and make no | 


effort to arrest its march to consolidation, and 
| finally be ingulfed in its re The 
| demands of the States would be met by corre- 
sponding taxation here, and a surplus produced 
for the purpose of distribution. He regarded this 


system, as many distinguished gentlemen had | 
heretofore regarded it, as the most dangerous and || 
corrupting which could be incorporated into our | 


legislation. 


He | 
said that he was utterly and entirely opposed to | 


BE. 


__February 24, 
he would not vote for its adoption as an amend 
ment to this bill. ’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD was in favor of the amend. 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, becauge 
the object of it was to send the money back to the 
people, instead of keeping it in the vaults of the 
deposit banks, to enrich their stockholders, ang 
add to the salary of their agent at Washingt 
He went on to point out the large increase in the 
number of deposit banks, especially in the State 
of New York, within the last year, and contendeq 
those banks were selected, and favored, with a 
view to aid the Administration in carrying out jts 
political views. He then contrasted the amount 
of public money on deposit in the banks of New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, ang 
Michigan, and attributed this difference more to 
the fact that some of those banks paid a contriby. 
tion to an agent at Washington, and some did not 
than to anything else, and invariably, (said he,) 
those banks who pay a good sum to an agent, ve 
the largest amount of deposit. He feared there 
was some improper influence at work in the selec. 
tion of these banks, and therefore he wished the 
source of corruption to be removed, and he con. 
sidered this proposition as the best means of 
removing it. 

Mr. GARLAND then asked the permission of 


his friend from Kentucky to explain; which being 


granted, he said that the selected banks for the 
deposits of the public money were not restricted 
as to the amount of deposits which they might 


| receive by the amount of their capital previous to 


th deposite act of the last.session, and that several 
of them had an amount on deposit equal to, if not 
beyond, their capital; that by the deposit act of 
the last session, the Secretary of the Treasury was 


|, bound to withdraw from any bank the excess of 





Mr. G. said that the true remedy was to reduce | 


the taxation of the people to the wants of the 
Government, and the wants of the Government 
to the most economical expenditure; economy and 
simplicity being essential to purity, and purity to 
the maintenance of republican institutions. Mr. 
| Chairman, we must come to it; we must reduce the 
| expenditures of this Government and the taxes of the 
people; this they will compel you to do, if they 
properly regard their rights and their liberties. 
Sir, (said Mr. G.,) this Government has no 
| right to burden the tax-paying community to 
| raise a surplus for any purpose of distribution 
whatever. The money beyond the demands of 
| the Government is most secure, and most equally 
distributed, by remaining in the pockets of its 
| rightful owners—the people—from whence, by the 
Constitution, it ought not to be drawn except for 
constitutional objects. He said he could not anti- 
_ cipate but with the most fearful apprehension any 
| system which should prevent the States from re- 
| lying upon their own resources for their domestic 
| purposes, and cause them to rely upon this Gov- 
ernment. He could not, under any circumstances, 
| sanction such a principle. He thought there was 
a salutary lesson afforded in the scramble which 
_had been produced in some of the State Legis- 


surplus given to them under the first experi- 
| ment. 

Mr. G. said he had another strong objection to 
| the adoption of the amendment proposed by the 


|| gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Betz.] It was, 


in effect, a deposit law, sought to be ingrafted 


latures for the disposition of their portions of 
He would not take so important and dangerous a || 


| public deposits beyond three fourths of their cap- 


ital, and to place the excess in some other bank. 
This act rendered it necessary, during the last 
summer and autumn, to make many selections of 


'new banks. This was particularly necessary in 
New York, because more than half the revenue 


from imports is collected in the city of New York. 

The transfers which were made necessary in the 
execution of the deposit act, did not necessarily 
take effect immediately, but in the usual periods 
of all transfers, having reference to the amount, 
and the distance the money was to be sent. Mr. 


|G. said, if his friend from Kentucky would put 





himself to the trouble of going to the department 
and examining the proceedings of the department, 
he would be perfectly satisfied that this matter was 


| all right and proper, and that the law had been ex- 
|| ecuted withoutany reference to electioneering pur- 
| poses whatever, but in perfect good faith. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired what were Mr. 
G.’s views as to the proceeds of the public lands. 
Mr. GARLAND said he would, without hesi- 


| tation, answer the question, as he had no wish to 


conceal any opinion which he entertained. He 


said that in all the acts of cession of the public 
lands from the States, he regarded the intention 


of the cessions to be to create a common fund for 
the common benefit of the States, to be applied to 


_ the general benefit of all the States in their feder- 
ative character, and not for the individual use of 
_any single State, or for distribution among them 
_in equal portions for their separate, unconnected, 
individual use. He regarded the proceeds of the 
| sales of the public lands as constituting a part of 


| the revenue of the country, to be dispos 


of in 


| the same way, and under the same constitutional 
restrictions, as revenue derived from any other 
'source; that to the principal tax-paying States 


this appropriation of it was most beneficial, as to 
that amount, it would diminish the onerous 
effect of the present oppressive tariff. He said that 


he was opposed, upon constitutional grounds, to 
giving away a single acre of the public lands, or 
one dollar of its proceeds; that he was opposed 


to any preémption bill upon principle, and that 


said that, according to the estimates of the Treas- 
ury Department, the revenue of the current year 
would be about $25,000,000. 


he preferred selling the public lands, restricting in- 


|| jects totally distinct and dissimilar in their char- || ordinate speculations, bringing into the Treasury 


|} acters. 


Ofthe appropriations for the last year €14,000,000 
would be chargeable upon the revenue of the cur- 
rent year, on account of the operation of the de- 
posit act; the estimate of appropriations for the 
service of the current year is $25,000,000. He 
did not doubt that, although it should not, it will 


Upon the same principle a tariff or any 
| other incongruous law might be ingrafted upon 
| an appropriation bill, and produce the greatest 
confusion upon the statute-book. 


| upon a simple appropriation bill, embracing sub- | 


| 
i 
} 


the proceeds, and to their amount, reducing the 
revenue from imports. 
Mr. MANN submitted an amendment to the 


He thought || amendment, providing that the deposit should be 


there ought to be the greatest possible system and | in proportion to the ratio of representation in the 


| 


congruity attainable in the framing of our laws. 
_ If he were otherwise favorable to the amendment, 


House of Representative of the United States. 
Mr. M. asked where was the necessity of the 
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roposition of the gentleman from Tennessee? or 
pad the gentleman any data upon which to esti- 
mate the amount of money to be appropriated 
under that proposition? And could they adopt it 
without that? The gentleman should have done 
what was done by an honorable Senator—intro- 
duced it at an early period of the session; for this 
amendment and that bill were identical. If, how- 
ever, it should be adopted, Mr. M. had prepared 
his amendment to prevent the repetition of one of 
the greatest constitutional outrages that had ever 
taken place since the formation of this Govern- 
ment—indirectly done, to be sure, but not the less 

rievous. By the distribution law—for he would 
call it by its right name, it was *« distribution,”’ 
though a mental reservation had been made by 
the use of the word ‘*deposit’’—the people of 





of those of the small States. He was opposed 
to distribution in any way whatever; and even if 


THE 





tion law of June: it is the same thing. 
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word on this or any other question. We have but 


a few remaining days, and I feel deeply the obli- 
gation to waste no time in mere words; but being 
on the floor, | must briefly notice the merits of the 
question. It is precisely another distribution bill. 
1 shudder at a second distribution; though I feel 
too deeply the scenes we have just passed, or are 
now passing. 

Mr. Chairman, I rarely give reasons for my 
vote. I shall, however, vote against this amend- 
ment on the ground I voted against the distribu- 
My views 


} 


are unchanged. | vote against it, because it leads | 


his amendment should be incorporated in the pro- | 


yision under consideration, it would still be open 
to all his objections, though it would render it less 
unjust in its operation. He expressed his surprise 
at such a measure coming from the quarter it did. 
What had become of the once cherished State- 
right doctrines? Where the doctrine of a strict 
construction of the Constitution? Was it the 
design to continue the present oppressive system 
of taxation, for the purpose of collecting large 
amounts of money from the people to distribute 
it back in an unequal ratio, with the loss to the 
whole people of the enormous expenses of collec- 


to the collection of money which the owners had 


better keep than the Government; because it levies | 
money for a purpose which the Constitution does | 
| not warrant; because it corrupts our elections; be- | 
the large States had been sacrificed to the interest |, 


= 


_country. He hesitated not to say that there were 
no better banks in the country. He defied the 
whole power of the Government to affect them. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop} 
had insinuated that the deposits in those banks 

' were suffered to be larger than in other banks, for 
the purpose of having an influence upon the pres- 

| idential election in that quarter. He need state 
but a few facts to convince the gentleman of his 
error. It is well known in Michigan that the 
officers of one of those banks call themselves the 
friends of the Administration, and yet in that 
bank there was on deposit on the Ist of December, 
only $265,541; while in the other bank, whose 
officers are of the party of the gentleman himself, 
there was on deposit, at the same period, $1,190,513. 
If this is the way in which the money of the Gov- 








cause members of Congress will be chosen in ref- | ernment is used for political purposes, it certainly 


plant in their several districts. 


coffers, and | results to the present 
I know the fact, | 


| that electioneering on this principle is now in pro- | 
cess, because I believe that, sooner or later, the 

inevitable effect will be to vote as little as possible | 
| for Federal purposes; to withhold from the Army, | 
| the Navy, the fortifications, the proper necessary 
| appropriations, and, finally, render the Federal 


Government a mere rope of sand. 
I do regret, Mr. Chairman, that the time will 


| not admit—I feel solemnly the obligation to pro- 
| ceed to action—or 1 would go into a detailed 


| argument on this occasion—on no occasion did I 


| ever desire it so strongly. 


tion? He entered his solemn protest against the | 


whole principle. 


Mr.GIDEON LEE said he rose first to correct | 


the error of the gentleman from Kentucky. He 
charges that the distribution of the public money, 
under the law of June last, has been made with 
political views, with party purposes and motives, 
and cites the history of the removal in the city of 
New York. 


He informs us that, eee prior to the |, 
e 


election, the funds which had long been deposited | 
in but three banks, on the eve of the election were | 
distributed among eleven banks; and he asks what 
motive but party motives could have induced the 
removal, when three banks, or one bank, could 
have kept the money quite as safely. 

Mr. Cheireany the facts are briefly these: You 
collect seventeen millions of revenue in that city; 
twelve millions lay in the three deposit banks on | 
the date of the passage of the distribution bill in| 
June last. I deem it most improper and im- 


provident to leave such large sums in any bank, | 


amounting to double of their aggregate capital— 
so this Congress held; and one of the material, 
essential provisions of the deposit bill was that | 
no bank should hold an amount of public mone 

exceeding three fourths of the capital of suc 

bank. The whole amount of the bank capital of 
that city is nominally eighteen millions and a half | 
of dollars; several of those banks would not take | 
it. I myself advised one, in which I have some | 
interest, not to accept the trust; it must soon be | 
repaid; it was soon to be distributed; the receiving 


in western lands or city lots, or India voyages, | 
and could not be reached in time. 

Well, sir, seven millions and a half must be 
removed, besides the large daily accruing revenue; 
the law was imperative; the coercion of the law 
was the motive, and not party politics, as the gen- 
tleman alleges, which distributed the money from 
three to eleven banks. [ know the facts as to the | 
city; party have no view or influence; the law 
made the distribution, and so far as I have made | 
myself acquainted with the distribution in all the 
State, and I have spent much time and pains to | 
inform myself. No equal sum of money was ever | 
removed with so much skill, care, and prudence. 

No financier, perhaps, was ever employed ina 
task so delicate or difficult—compelled by law to 
remove nearly forty millions of money, in direct 
Violation of all the laws of trade, against all the 
usual currents of money. Every financial man | 
anticipated deep injury, perhaps ruin. { call on | 
every financial man in this House to show'me | 
how Mr. Woodbury could have performed this | 
unprecedented duty with less injury to the pecu- | 
niary concerns of the nation. 

Mr. Chairman, it was not my purpose to say a | 





/one of the ** humbuggeries’’ of the age. 


| pending their money in works of internal improve- | 


| 


|| that House. 
bank would certainly loan it; it would get invested || 








| 


| 


| 


| erence to the amount of money a will pledge || was not calculated to produce any very favorable 
| themselves to draw from the Federa K 


dministration. It had not 
been thus used in his State. He said that he had 
tried to have the deposits distributed so as to 
benefit some of his own political friends, but had 
not succeeded. With this evidence before him, 
he was bound to defend the Secretary of the 
Treasury from the insinuations of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. C. said he embraced the occasion to say that 


| he was opposed to the proposition of the gentleman 


from Tennessee,{[Mr.Beut,] and tothe amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Mawn.] 
On no account could he be induced to vote fora 


|| distribution of the surplus on the basis advocated 


Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, desig- | 


nated the idea of the States being corrupted by 
the distribution of their money among them, as 
How 
could they be corrupted? Could they, by ex- 


ment, and to purposes of education, corrupt the 
citizens of the States? The notion was absurd. 
But what was to be done with it? 


Federal Government, to be distributed over the 


country as might best subserve their views and | 
designs? The evil had been brought upon them, | 
not ¥ the aid or codperation of the party to which | 

. belonged, but in spite of all they could do | 


Mr. C 
to prevent it. 


revenue as would be necessary for its economical | 
expenditure; and in cases of extraordinary emer- | 
gency each State might be called upon to furnish | 


its quota, to be levied by herself, upon her own 
citizens, with reference to their own peculiar 


interests, instead of pursuing a general system of | 
taxation which, while it professed to bear equally | 

upon all, was necessarily unjust upon a very large 
'| portion. This would even be better than under 


the old Confederation, because now the power to 
collect existed. 

Mr. CRARY rose and said, that he did not 
know why Michigan and the banks of Michigan 
should so often be made the subject of attack in 
At the last session of Congress an 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. AtLan] 


had thought proper to pronounce the deposit | 
|| banks of M 

| dence was produced in support of the charge. On 

| the nage occasion they had again been brought 
;} tot 


ichigan rickety concerns; but no evi- 


e notice of the House and the country by 
another honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Unverwoop.] He said he thought the 
attack unnecessary and uncalled for. He was free 
to say, and prepared to demonstrate, that there 


were no banks in the country established upon a | section of the country. 


more permanent basis. They were able, at any 
moment, to discharge all their liabilities to the 
Government, without in the slightest degree affect- 
ing their credit. If their specie on hand be taken 


Was it to be | 
left in the hands of the executive officers of the | 


He was anxious that the General | 
| Government should be brought back to its pristine | 
'| condition, with the power to collect only as much 


by either of those gentlemen. The bill of the last 
session, called a deposit bill, but in fact a bill of dis- 
tribution, was a bill of abominations. It distribu- 
|| ted the public money unequally, unjustly. That 
money had been collected from the people of every 
section of the Union. It was paid into the Treas- 
ury by them, not in the proportion to their re- 
spective representatives in the Senate and House 
of Representatives, nor in the proportion to their 
|| respective representations in the Elouse alone; 
| but in a proportion altogether at variance with 
either. It had been drawn from the people of the 
old States and the new, and notof the States only, 
but also of the Territories, and in proportion to 
their population at the present time. ‘To distribute 
it, you went back to the census, taken six years 
ago, thus giving money to the people of the old 
|, States, which you had taken from the people of 
the new States. By that act the people whom he 
had the honor to represent were deprived of a 
large sum of money which had been pillaged from 
them when they were unrepresented upon that 
floor; when they were denied a voice in the na- 
tional councils. You propose now to reénact the 
same scene of injustice. He could not consent 
| to it. If there was to be another distribution, 
| there should be another census, and that census 
should form the basis of the distribution. In that 
way alone the surplus in your Treasury would 
| be returned to those who had paid it there, in that 
| way alone could justice be done to the people of 
| his own State, to the people of the whole western 
| country. 

Mr. C. stood there not to arouse sectional pre- 
judices. He had no disposition to make appeals 
to any particular section of the country. It was 
the duty of that House to ¢tegislate for the whole 
|, country; and he was ready to carry out sucha 
|, system of legislation. If the Atlantic const needed 
| fortifications, he was disposed to vote for them; 
|and after voting to expend some twenty millions 
| of dollars on that border, he would vote for all 
|| legitimate objects of appropriation in the western 
e had voted for the 
|, amendment of the gentleman from Connecticut, 
| lo IncHam.] He thought it ought to prevail. 
| He could subscribe to all that had been said in 
| favor of it. He would also vote for the amend- 





j 
| 





as a standard by which to judge them, this would || ment of the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Parks,] 
be found to compare well with the banks of any | for he considered that appropriation necessary 
of the States, even those on the Atlantic border. || also. He was disposed to vote for other appro- 


This, however, showed only a small part of their 
ability. Almost every bank at the East had its 
paper in their vaults. As an evidence of their 


|| priations for works along the coast of that State. 
| Fle believed it ought to be fortified. We had a 


|| question of boundary to settle there, and it might 


ability, and also of their fidelity, he would state, 1 have to be settled bya resort to arms. We ought 


that within the past twenty months they had paid | to prepare for such an event. 


He would vote the 


over to the Government almost $9,000,000, and || fifty thousand dollars, and if that was not suffi- 


they had paid this sum with a promptitude which 
commended them to the confide 


ence of the whole 


| cient, he was disposed to vote a still greater 
' amount—for five hundred thousand dollars, if the 
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gentleman from Maine called for it. He believed 
it would be needed before the question of boundary 
was adjasted to the satisfaction of the Aimerican 
people. 


Mr. ROBERTSON was prepared to vote for | 


the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
and the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, and in doing so he-should not consider that | 
he was prejudicing the interests of anybody. 
This proposition was not a new one, as had been 
' asserted by some gentlemen on that floor; but it 
was an old proposition, which had been before the 
House and before the country, and had been dis- 
cussed and considered, and found to bea salutary 
roposition. He could see no danger to be appre- 
~~ in adopting this measure, because it was | 
only getting back from the General Government 
that which she had forced from the pockets of the 
people, in collection of revenues under the high 
tariff system. 

Mr. BOULDIN addressed the House at some 
length on the subject, generally, of the present 
mode of disposing of the public domain. 

Mr. LANE said that as soon as the committee 
should become composed, so that he could be 
heard, he would proceed to address them with 
that brevity suited to the close of a protracted 
sitting of ten hours. He was not ambitious to 
address a wearied and impatient audience. His 
apology must be found in the injustice of the 
proposition upon which heis called upon to vote— 
@ proposition so manifestly oppressive to that por- 
tion of the people he had the honor to represent, 
that, to give a silent vote, would be reckless to his 
own duty and regardless of their interests. 

The proposition now to be determined, and the 
only one in order for debate, is to distribute the 
surplus revenue among the several States, agree- | 
ably to the representation in this branch of Con- 
gress. ‘To distribute, (said Mr. L.,) because no 
one believed a cent of it will ever be called for or 
returned by the States. 

The money proposed to be divided has been 
collected, not from the old States, not agreeably 
to the representation in this House, but from the 
whole people; and whether regarded as arising 
from the sales of the public lands, or upon duties 
upon merchandise, it has been paid according to 
population, not representation, In direct propor- | 
tion to the amount paid for land, and the con- | 
sumption of imported articles. ‘That if any dis- | 
proportion in the collection of the amount proposed 
to be returned to the people exists, it is because 
the people of the new States have purchased more 
of the public lands than those of the old. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ropertson] 
has informed the committee that he will sustain 
the proposition, in order that his constituents may 
participate in the benefits arising from the sales of 
the public lands, and prevent them from being 
taken by force or fraud. 

Sir, (said Mr. L.,) the people of the new States 
ask for nothing unequal or unjust; nor would they 
take from the people of the old States that to 
which they are not entitled, either by force or 
fraud, nor will they silently submit to be plun- 
dered by the old States upon this floor. 

Sir, while the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Rosertson] is so liberal in attributing 
force and fraud to the new States, is he aware that 
he is advocating a proposition that would take the 
money from the pockets of the people of the new 
States, and place it in the pockets of his own con- 
stituents ?—that would place millions of dollars in 


been drawn from the pockets of the people of the 
new; not by force, not by fraud, but by votes upon 
this floor; by unjust, unequal, and unconstitu- 
tional legislation ? 

The white population of Indiana is greater than | 
that of Virginia or Kentucky. As proof of this 
fact, it is only necessary to refer the committee to 
the votes polled atthe late presidential election. In- | 
diana gave several thousand more than Kentucky; 
and the State of Ohio many thousand more than 
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pens would risk his reputation for veracity, || 
y saying that the population of Indiana did not | 
exceed Kentucky, or that the people of Indiana | 
had not contributed more to the sum to be divided 

than the people of Kentucky. So with Ohio; 

she would receive one third less than Pennsylva- | 
nia. ‘This disproportion, in a greater or less | 
degree, would hold good with all the new States, || 
compared with the old. 


at first blush, and ought not to receive the coun- 

tenance of any honorable man on this floor. Mr. | 
L. said he put it to honorable gentlemen from the | 
old States to say, if such a proceeding would be 
generous, or magnanimous. What is the prin- | 
ciple proposed and urged upon the committee? no | 
more or less unjust and oppressive than to impose | 
taxes upon the people of the new States, accord- | 
ing to their numbers, per capita, beyond the wants | 
of the Government, and then return to the people | 
of the old States, not only what had been taken | 
from them, but one half uf the amount taken from | 
the new. In other words, to return to the people || 
of the new States one half the sum to which they | 


were entitled, and the other half to the old States, | 


over and above the amount to which they are in | 
justice entitled. 

To call this force, to call it fraud, would be | 
terms too mild; it would be oppression in the ex- | 


action, and plunder in the division. [Here Mr. |, 


Ropertson explained. } 

Mr. L. said he was aware that, by the provis- | 
ions of the Constitution, all direct taxation for | 
the wants of the Government had to be made 
according to the representation upon this floor; | 
and that if the money had been drawn from the | 
States in that manner, such a division, such a | 
return, would be just, because equal. That, how- | 


ever, is not the case; the money to be divided has | 


not been drawn from the States, in that propor- | 
tion, but according to population, regardless of | 
representation, here or elsewhere. 

Sir, what has produced such an eneeer 
change in the opinions of honorable members? 
few years since, it was proposed to divide among | 
the States the money arising from the sales of | 
the public lands, by the land bill, originating with | 


a distinguished Senator in another part of this || 
It passed the Senate and this House by || 
an overwhelming majority. By the provisions of || 


House. 


this bill, each of the new States in which the pub- | 


lic lands were located, received large donations of |, 
land and twelve and a half per cent. out of the || 
wroceeds of the sales within the State, and the || 
alance divided equally among all the States, based | 


upon the census of 1830, which is the basis of the | 
present proposition. 
up in some degree for the increased and increasing | 
population of the new over the old States. 


_ Inthis, there was something generous, magnan- || 
imous, on the part of the advocates of the bill, || 





towards the people of the new States, compared | 
with the present proposition. Thesame gentlemen 
in this House who were the advocates of that bill 
are now the advocates of this proposition. Are 
honorable gentlemen prepared to give the reason 
and the cause for such a sudden change having | 
passed over the vision of their political dreams; 
It is to be found in the action of the people of the 
new States, in relation to the recent and former 
elections of an important character? Surely not. 
No gentleman will admit this; though any one 
would be at a loss to find any other reason for 





such change. 
the hands of the people of theold States, which had | 


not only improperly deposited, but used for polit- | 


Pennsylvania; yet, sir, this proposition would || 


give to Virginia three times as much as to In- 
diana, the former having twenty-one members on 
this floor, the latter butseven. The State of Ken- 


| their own benefit. 
|. Mr. L. said he was equally desirous of the | 
| removal of the money of the people from the pos- || 


i 


tucky would receive double the amount paid to || 


Indiana; the one having fourteen, the other seven | 


members, in this House. At the same time no '' most decidedly opposed to 


Mr. L. said the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Unperwoop] had, with an air of confidence, 
given the committee his reasons for supporting 
the proposition: that the money in the hands of | 


the deposit banks increased the Executive in- || 


fluence of the General Government; that it was 


ical purposes to influence public opinion. His 
honorable friend desired its remeval from the pet 
banks, as he is pleased to call them, because these | 
banks, or those who manage them, are the friends | 
of the Administration, and use the money for | 





session and control of the banks, because they | 
are, so faras his part of the country is concerned, | 
the Administration and | 


with t! re Ta | from South Carolina, [Mr. Tuompson.} 
Sir, the injustice of the proposition is palpable || 


This was intended to make || 


E 
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all those who sustain it. That they useth 
which the public deposits give diane for pein 
| purposes, and not for the public good; not to ac. 
commodate the people, whose money it is, byt to 
advance the interests of the favored few; to op. 
press, not to relieve; in short, to shave and oppress 
the people with the money of the people. 


One word in reply to the honorable gentleman 
He 


urges, with his wonted zeal and eloquence, the 
adoption of the amendment, because it wil] take 


the possession of the wen from the Federal and 
place it in the hands of the State governments 
hat if left in the power of the Executive, it wij} 
be used to corrupt the people. That in the hands 
of the State authorities it cannot be employed for 
any such purpose; the people of the States are 
incorruptible. Sir, (said Mr. L.,) if the eople of 
the States of this Union are incorruptible, he would 
like to have the gentleman inform the committee 
who it is he apprehends would be corrupted 
the Executive of the Federal Government? To 
conclude, (Mr. L. said,) he had too much conf. 
dence in the justice of the members of the com. 
mittee to suppose that they would for a moment 
entertain such a proposition. He would, there. 
fore, not detain the committee at so late an hour, 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG obtained the floor, and 
said he would willingly waive all opportunity to 
speak, but made an earnest appeal to the com- 


} mittee to take the question. 


The amendment of Mr. Mann was then rejected 
without a division. 

The question on the amendment of Mr. Bet 
was taken by tellers, and also disagreed to—ayes 
71, noes 75. 

Mr. CUSHMAN intimated his intention of 

submitting an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then rose and reported the Army and forti- 
fication bills, as amended, to the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an adjournment; 
| which prevailed—ayes 70, noes 51; and 
| The Elouse adjourned at nine o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 25, 1837. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the credentials 
of the Hon. Siras Wriaurt, reélected by the Le- 
gislature of New York a Senator from that State, 
to serve for six years from the 4th of March next. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. McKEAN presented numerous petitions 
and memorials from females of Philadelphia, ladies 
_of Pittsburg, and other citizens of Pennsylvania, 
| amounting in all to six thousand signatures, pray- 


| ing Congress to abolish slavery in the District of 


Columbia and Territories of the United States. 
Mr. NORVELL objected to their reception. 
Mr. WHITE moved to lay the motion of re- 

| ception on the table. 

| On which motion Mr. McKEAN asked for the 

'yeas and nays; which were ordered—yeas 21, 

nays 12. 

So the motion of reception was laid on the table. 


Mr. SWIFT and Mr. EWING, of Ohio, also 
presented memorials on the same subject; which 
_ were similarly disposed of. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of sundry 
| citizens of the State of New York, praying that 
| small notes may be abolished, and a hard money 
currency substituted in their stead; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


|| Mr. PRENTISS, from the committee on Pen- 


| sions, to whom had been referred the petition 0 
Jonathan Crow, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of Horatio N. Crabbe; which was ret 
‘twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading. This resolution was, by unanimous 
consent, subsequently read the third time and 
| passed 
On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Committee on 
' Commerce was discharged from the further con- 
| sideration of the memorial of the weighers of New 
| York, praying an increase of compensation; also, 








